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D AS^I,  Mr.  fpeaks;  and  mores 
dut  leave  be  j^raDted  to  bVing  in 
a  bill  to  give  appeal,  in  criminal 
caics,  from  the  Courts  of  Scot- 
land to  the  Houfe  of  Lords,  in 
matter  of  law,  187,  189,  285, 
29  c,  298  Explains  himfelf 
more  on  the  fubje^t,  190,  368, 
369,  44J»  444*  446,  501,  643. 

Adair,  Mr.  Serjeant,  delivers  his 
opinioD  concerning  the  motion 
from  Mr.  Adam,  that  leave  be 
gianted  to  bring  in  a  bill  to  give 
appeal,  in  criminal  cafes,  from 
the  Courts  of  Scotland  to  the 
Houfe  of  Lords,  in  matters  of 
law,  293,  653--Speaks  rcfpo5t- 
ing  the  introdu£Hon  of  foreign 
troopc,  351,  574 — On  the  aug- 
mentation of  the  militia  forces, 
584 — On  railing  troops  by  fub- 
icription,  639. 

Addreis  to   His  Majcftjr,  copy  of 
cbe,  1^4. 

Advocate,    Lord,    fpeaks  on    the 
cafes  of  Muir  and  Palmer,  -;; 


On  the  Sootch  criminal  law,  657* 
Amendments,  from  Mr.  Fox  to 
•  the  addrefspropofedbyVifcount 
Clifden,  to  recommend  to  His 
Majefly  to  treat,  as  fpeedily  as 
poffible,  for  a  peace  with  France, 
upon  fafe  and  advantageous 
terms,  without  any  reference  to 
the  nature  or  form  of  the  govern- 
ment that  might  exift  in  that 
country,  1 74— In  the  new  Pen- 
ny-poft  bill,  463. 
Anderfon,  Mr.  Alderman,  fpeaks 
on  the  fubjc6t  of  the  Baltic  con- 
voys, 207,  239,  240,  245,  279, 

Anllruther,  Mr.  fpeaks  concern- 
ing the  motion  from  Mr.  Adam, 
that  leave  be  granted  to  brinj;;. 
in  a  bill  to  give  appeal,  in 
criminal  cafes,  from  the  Courts 
of  Scotland  to  the  Houfe  of 
Lord.,  1^?^ matters  of  law,  190, 
291— His  remarks  on  the  peti- 
tions of  Muir  and  Palmer,  449. 

Arden,  Lord,    moves   for  certain 
fums  to  be  granted  for  the  ordi- 
A2 
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nary  and  the  extraordinaries  of 
.the  navy^  254 

Atkinfon,  Mr.  Chriftopher,  peti- 
tion from  kiniy  436. 

Attorney  General  delivers  his  opi- 
nion upon  the  bUl  relatire  to 
French  property,  321 Con- 
cerning the  introdudtion  of  fo-> 
reign  troops,  355,  573— On  the 
Scotch  criminal  law,  667 

Attorney's  Tax  bill|  debate  con- 
cerning it,  460. 


B. 


Baker,  Mr.  fpeaks  on  the  bill  for 
augmenting  the  militia  forces, 

Bauard,  Mr.  alludes  to  the  negle£t 
of  fick  and  wounded  foldiers, 
brought  from  the  Continent, 
278 

Batteries,  account  of  thofe  at  Ha- 
lifax, 433,  434,  43 s 

Berkeley,  Captain,  recommends 
iilence  on  maritime  affairs,  where 
there  is  not  a  previous  knowledge 
of  nautical  matters,  246 — Al- 
ludes to  the  ordnance  for  the 
liege  of  Dunki  rk,  2  64— Mqvcs 
the  Ordnance  ellimates,  280 

Brandling,  Mr.  contends  that  the 
commerce  of  the  country  had 
met  with  great  naval  protection, 
207,  584 — Speaks  on  the  fub- 
jcCi  of  raiiing  troops  by  fub- 
fcription,  640 

Brown,  Mr.  Hawkins,  fupports 
the  addrefs  to  His  Majcily,  and 
the  profecution  of  the  war,  19 

Burdon,  Mr.  fpeaks  on  the  fubjofi 
of  the  flave  trade,  4C5 

Burke^  Mr.  denies  havmg  ever  ex- 
ulted over  the  probable  execu- 
tion of  the  deputies,  or  of  Ma- 
dame Roland,  in  France,  182 — 
His  thoughts  concerning  public 
inquiry,  197 — Vindicates  Go- 
vernor Wentworth,  244 — Ex- 
preflcs  his  furprife  at  the  treat- 
ment of  the  Emprefs  of  Rufiia,  ii, 
—Denies  having  abandoned  Po- 
land, 24  J — Speaks  on  the  King's 
Proclamation  to  the  inhabitants 
•f  France,  619 


Burreil,  Sir  Peter,  feconds  the  ad* 
drefs  of  thanks  to  the  King  for 
the  meafures  which  he  had  pur- 
fued  in  the  profecution  of  the 
war,  s 

Buxton,  Mr.  fpeaks  on  the  King's 
melFage,  685 


C. 


Canning,  Mr.  makes  his  maides 
fpeech  on  the  motion  for  refer- 
nng  to  a  Committee  of  Supply, 
the  treaty  between  his  Britannic 
Majefly  and  the  King  of  Sardi- 
nia, 216 

Carysfort,  Earl  of,  fpeaks  on  the 
introdudlion  of  foreign  troops, 

Cavendiflv  Lord  George,  fpeaks 
concerning  the  introdu^on  of 
foreign  troops,  337 

Cawthorne,  Mr.  fpeaks  againil 
the  iotire  abolition  of  the  flare 
trade,  324 

Clifden,  Vifcount  fpeaks  and  moves 
an  addrefs  of  thanks  to  His  Ma- 
jefly,  for  the  meafures  which  he 
had  already  taken  in  the  profe- 
cution of  the  war,  4,  5— Ex- 
plains his  alluiion  to  the  death 
of  Briifot,  23 — Reads  the  ad- 
drefs to  be  prefented  to  the  King, 
184 

Corncwall,  Sir  George,  fpeaks  on 
the  petition  of  Palmer  and  Muir, 
440 

Comwallis,  Marquis,  fends  a  let- 
ter to  the  Speaker,  366 

Courtenay,  Mr.  fpeaks  on  the 
motion  for  an  addrefs  of  thanks 
to  His  MajeAy,  for  the  mea- 
fures which  he  had  already  ta- 
ken in  the  profecution  of  the 
war,  19 

Cox,  Mr.  Speaks  on  the  augmen- 
tation of  the  militia,  474 

Cunis,  Mr.  Alderman,  fpeaks  on 
the  fubjedt  of  convoys,  379 

D. 

Debates — On  the  propofed  addrefs 
to  His  Majefly,  to  thank  him  for 
his  Speech  to  both  Houfes  of  Par- 
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Ihment,  4— On  tbe  motion  froiti 
Mr.  Adam,  that  leave  be  givea 
to  bring  in  a  bill  for  an  appeal  in 
criminal  cafes,  from  the  Courts 
of  Scotland  to  the  Hou  fe  of  Lords 
in  matter  of  law,  189,  28$ — On 
tbedifembarkation  of  the  Heffian 
troops,    192,    193,   19^ — On  a 
motion  from  ^Ir.  Sheridan,  for 
an  account  of  expences,  falaries, 
and  emoluments,  allowed  to  dif- 
ferent perfons  employed  in  the 
public  fcrvice,  1 94 — <)n  the  re- 
iblation  that  eighty -five  thoufand 
feamen  be  granted  to  His  Majef- 
ty  for  the  Icrvicc  of  the  current 
Year,  198,  235 — On  the  treaty 
Detween  His  Britannic  Majefby 
andthe  King  of  Sardinia,  208, 247 
— On  the  refolution  for  the  em- 
pbyment  of  a  certain  number  of 
land  forces  for  the  current  year, 
2;$,  280— -On  the  confideration 
of  ways  and  means  for  railing  a 
fupply  granted  to  His  Majefly, 
300,  519 — On  the  motion  from 
Mr.  Wilberforce,  that  leave  be 
given  to  bring  in  a  bill  for  pre- 
venting the  fupply  of  foreign  ter- 
ritsries  with  (laves  from  the  coad 
of  Africa,  323 — ^On  the  intro- 
dndion  of  foreign  troops,  33 1  — 
On  the  fubjc£t  of  the  protcaing 
ccmroys,  370 — Concerning  the 
fhatc  of  Halifax,  398,  417 — ^On 
the  petitions  of  Muir  and  Pal- 
mer, 436 — ^On  the  bill  to  prevent 
the  exportation  of  ilaves  from  the 
coafb  of  Africa,  455 — On  the 
Attomies  tax  bill,  460— On  Mr. 
I^'s  motion  for  augmenting  the 
militia,  47 1 — On  Mr  Whitbrcad, 
juznor's  motion  for  the  produc- 
tion of  the  treaties  entered  into 
fince  the  commencement  of  the 
war,  477  — On  Mr.  Adam's  mo- 
tioa  relative  to  the  cafes  of  Muir 
and  Palmer,  joi — On  the  flave 
tiade,  547 — On  the  queftion  of 
the  prerogative  of  the  Crown  to 
land  foreign  troops  in  Gfcat  Bri- 
tain, without  the  confent  of  Par- 
liament,  550— On  the  bill  for 
augmenting  the  militia  forces, 
58 j-— Relative  to  the  imprifon- 


ment  of  M.  de  La  Fayette,  587 
— On  the  King's  Proclamation 
to  the  inhabitants  of  France,  605 
— On  thepayment  of  Navy  bills, 
629 — On  raifmg  troops  by  fub* 
fcnption,  b^i-^n  the  Scotch  . 
criminal  law,643 — On  thcKing*s 
meflage,  676--On  the  fupplies, 
687 — On  the  printing  of  certain 
papers,  690 — On  the  demand  of 
a  benevolence,  691. 

Dcot,  Mr.  fpeaks  again  {( the  abo- 
lition of  the  flavc  trade,  325. 

Divilions — In  the  cafe  of  the  ad- 
drcfs  moved  by  Vifcount  Clif- 
den,  thanking  His  Majefty  for 
the  meafures  which  he  had  al- 
ready taken  to  purfuc  the  war, 
and  promiiing  to  fupport  him 
throughout  its  continuance,  5 — 
On  the  motion  of  Mr*  Adam, 
for  leave  to  bring  in  a  bill  to 
give  an  appeal  to  the  Lords  in 
Parliament  from  judgements  and 
fentences  of  the  Court  of  Judi- 
ciary and  Circuit  Courts  in  Scot- 
land in  matters  of  law ;  and  that 
this  be  referred  to  a  Committee 
of  the  whole  Houfe«  300 — On 
the  motion  of  Mr.  Wilberforce, 
concerning  the  Have  trade,  331— 
On  that  of  Mr.  Grey,  refpc6ting 
the  introdui^ion  of  foreign  troops 
365 — In  the  petitioning  cafe  of 
Muir  and  Palmer,  452 — On  the 
Slave  Trade  bill,  459,  500 — 
On  Mr.  Whitbread's  motion 
for  the  produdtion  of  the  treaties 
entered  into  iince  the  commence- 
ment of  the  war,  500 — On  Mr. 
Adam's  motion  relative  to  the 
cafe  of  Muir  and  Palmer,  514— 
On  the  queftion  of  the  preroga- 
tive of  the  Crown  to  land  foreign 
troops  in  this  country  without 
the  confent  of  Parliament,  582— 
On  a  motion  from  General  Fitz- 
patrick,  622 

Djlben,  Sir  WiUiam,  fpeaks  on  the 
Attornies  Tax  bill,  460. 

Drake,  Mr.  fpeaks  in  fupport  of  the 
war,  263 — Oppofes  the  introduc- 
tion of  a  bill  to  give  an  appeal  to 
the  Lords  in  Parliament  from 
judgements  and  fentences  of  the 
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Court  of  Jufticiary  and  Circuit 
Courts  in  Scotland,  in  matters 
of  law,  300— Speaks  on  the  aug- 
mentation of  the  militia,  474. 
Dundas,  Mr.  prefents  copies  of 
conrentionsentercd  into  between 
His  Britannic  Majedy  and  the 
Emperor  of  Germany,  the  Kings 
of  Pruffia,  Spain,  and  Sicily ;  the 
Queen  of  Portugal ;  and  the 
Landgraves  of  Hefle  Cnilel  and 
Baden,  4 — Delivers  his  opinion 
concerning  the  war,  145— And 
touching  appeals  in  criminal 
cafes,  from  the  Courts  of  Scot- 
land to  the  Houfe  of  Lords,  189, 
190 — 3rings  a  meflage  from  the 
King  to  the  Houfe  refpc6ling 
the  Heflian  troops,  192 — Enters 
into  his  vindication  againfl  the 
charge  of  not  having  attended 
to  the  protcdtion  of  trade,  24c — 
Declines  an  explicit  anfvver  to 
the  queflion  whether  the  Earl  of 
Moira  had  employed  French  of- 
ficers as  his  Aides -de- Camp,  252 
—Moves  for  a  bill  for  the  regu- 
lation of  aliens,  367 — Speaks  on 
the  fubje^t  of  prcferving  the 
tranquillity  of  the  Britiih  domi- 
nions in  the  Weft  Indies,  398 — 
And  concerning  the  ftate  of  Ha- 
lifax, 407,  413,  417,  418 — And 
the  petitions  of  Muir  and  Pal- 
mer, 438,  441 — fpcaks  concern- 
ing the  Alien  bill,  501 — And 
that  for  regulating  the  payment 
of  Navy  Bills,  630 — And  on  the 
fubjedt  of  raifing  troops  by  fub- 
fcription,  541 — Prefents  a  mcf- 
fage  from  the  King,  642 — Speaks 
on  the  Scotch  criminal  law,  6(;o 
—On  the  meflage  from  His  Ma- 
jelly,  676. 


E. 


Emoluments,  account  of  thofe  en- 
joyed by  Ambafladori,  &c.  232, 

233'  *34» 
Eift,  Mr.  fpcaks  agaioft  the  pro- 

pofed   bill  for  preventing  the 

fupply  of  foreign  territories  with 

Haves  from  th«  coaft  of  Africa, 


Expenditure  of  France,  $2,  $3,  $$• 


F. 


Fielding,  Vifcount,  fpeaks  concern* 
ing  the  exertions  made  in  the 
prefent  campaign,  263. 

Fit3^atrick,  Uenei*al,  fpeaks  and 
moves  relatively  to  the  imprifoA* 
ment  of  M.  de  La  Fayette,  587. 

Fox,  Mr.  fpeaks  in  annver  to  the 
Earl'of  Mornington,  who  pro- 
pofed  an  addrefs  to  His  Majefty; 
and,  in  an  amendment,  prppofes 
a  negociation  for  peace,  zji, 
174,  182— Delivers  hi^  fcnti- 
mcnts  on  the  fubje6l  of  an  appeal 
in  criminal <:afes,  from  the  Courts 
of  Scotland  to  the  Houfe  of  Lorjds 
189^  190,  297— His  remarks  con- 
cerning the  debarkation  of  the 
Heflian  troops  at  Portfmouth 
and  the  Iflc  of  Wight,  194 — De- 
livers his  opinion  concerning  the 
grant  of  men  for  the  fea-fervjce, 
198 — Inveftigates  the  nature  of 
the  treaty  between  His  Britannic 
Majefty  and  the  King  of  Sardi« 
nia,  208,  229, 230 — His  remarks 
in  the  cafe  of  an  imputed  negle£t 
to  provide  convoys,  237,  238, 
240,  245 — Enters  on  a  review 
of  the  preceding  campaign,  27^ 
— Argues  concerning  the  loan 
and  the  taxes^  3 1 5 — Delivers  hij 
fentimentson  Mr.  Grey's  motiou 
concerning  the  introdudlion  of" 
foreign  troops,  361 — On  the  mo- 
tion from  Mr.  vViglcy,  for  the 
fpeedy  conclufion  of  IVIr.  Haft- 
ings*8  trial,  366 — Speaks  and 
moves  that  it  be  referred  to  a 
Committee  to  inquire  concern- 
ing the  protedlion  given  to  the 
trade  of  His  Majefty's  fubjcds^ 
by  convoy  or  othcrwife,  during 
the  prefent  war,  370,  376,  395 
— His  remarks  on  the  ftate  of 
defence  and  the  commercial  coa- 
cams  of  Halifax,  418 — On  the 
petirions  of  Palmer  and  Muir, 

437,  440,  443,  5457:9"  ^^^ 
augmentation  of  the  militia,  475 
— On  the  production  of  the  trt*a- 
ties  entered  into  lince  the  com- 
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nencementof  the  war,  469— Oa 
the  flaTC  trade,  549 — On  the 
King's  Proclamation  to  the  peo- 
people  of  France,  600— On  the 
cailiDg  of  troops  by  fubfcription, 
636---On  the  Scotch  criminal 
law,  659— On  the  King's  mef- 
(igc,  677 — On  the  fupplics,  688 
On  the  motion  for  pnoting  cer- 
tiln  papers,  691. 

Ftsncis,  Mr.  (peaks  concerning  the 
introdu^on  of  foreign  troops, 
344 — And  the  petitions  of  Pal- 
mer an4  Muir,  438 — And  the 
augmentation  of  the  militia,  473 
— And  concerning  the  fupplies, 
688. 

French  Committees  of  Finance, 
General  Safety,  and  PubUc  Wel- 
hrCf  349,  250. 

G. 

Gardner,  Admiral,  fpeaks  on  the 
fubjeci  of  convoys,  204 — Con- 
cerning the  defence  of  Halifax, 
206,  41 4«  417— Contends  for 
the  flouriihing  ftate  of  the  navy, 
and  the  attention  of  the  Admi- 
ralty to  the  prote£Hon  of  the 
merchantmen,  236,  237,  246. 

Crorge^  Captain,  his  letter  to  Mr. 
Stephens, ^concerning  Halifax, 

Grejy  Mr«  fpeaks  concerning  the 
me&gc  communicated  from  His 
Majefty  to  the  Houfe,  relative 
to  the  debarkation  of  the  Heflian 
troops  at  Portfmouth  and  the  I(le 
of  Wight,  193 — His  remr.rks 
concerning  the  treaty  of  Worms, 
214 — Urges  the  ncceffity  of  in- 
quiring into  the  fuppofed  dc- 
leocclefs  flate  of  the  Atlantic 
and  the  Channel,  244,  246 — 
Delivers  his  opinion  concerning 
the  vote  of  two  hundred  thoufand 
pounds  to  be  granted  to  the  King 
of  Sardinia,  247 — Speaks  and  fe- 
coods  the  motion  (of  Major  Mait- 
land)  that  an  account  be  laid  be- 
fore the  Houfc  of  any  officers, 
natives  of  foreign  countries,  now 
in  icrvice  under  the  command  of 
tiie  Earl  of  Moira,  and  receiving 
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Britifh  pay,  2  $3-— Moves  and 
fpeaks  concerning  the  introduc- 
tion of   foreign    troops,    332, 
337,    356 — Delivers   his  fcnti- 
ments  on  the  fubje£t  of  fufiici- 
ently  protecting  convoys,  during 
the  war,  383,  385 — ^On  the  mo- 
tion for  memorials  and  official 
accounts  relating  to  Halifax,  41 1, 
413 — Gives  notice  of  his  inten- 
tion to  move  for  leave  to  brinjg 
in  a  bill  of  indemnity  for  land- 
ing the  Heflians  in  this  country^ 
4t  jx-Calls  the  attention  of  the 
Houfe  to  the  queflion  of  the 
prerogative  of   the  Crown  to 
land    foreign  troops   in  Great 
Britain  without  the  confent  ef 
Parliament,    $50,   582*-Speak9 
on  the  King's  Proclamation  to 
the  inhabitants  of  France,  616 
i — On  His  Majefty's  meflagc,  68  j 
—Moves  for  the  printing  of  cer- 
tain papers,  690. 

H.  . 

Halifax,  date  of  the  efiedive  forces 
there,  433,  434. 

Hcffian  forces,  meflage  from  the 
King  concerning  them,  192. 

Hobart,  Mr,  brings  up  the  report 
of  the  Committee  of  Supply,  235 
-~And  of  the  Committee  of 
Ways  and  Means  for  raifing  the 
Supply,  319. 

Honey  wood,  Mr.  fpeaks  on  the 
King's  meifage,  676. 

Huflcy,  Mr.  contends  for  the  ne- 
ceifity  of  naval  exertions,  23$, 
236 — -Is  lefs  in  favour  of  the 
augmentation  of  a  military  force, 
255— Obiefts  againft  the  conti- 
nuance of  a  continental  war,  263 


J. 


Jekyll,  Mr.  delivers  his  fentiments 
on  the  bill  relative  to  French 
property,  320— On  the  trial  of 
Governor  Haftings,  367 

Jenkiafon,  Mr.  fpeaks  concerning 
the  campaign,  260,  264— On 
the  King's  proclamation  to  the 
inhabitants  ot  France,  620 
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Joliffe,  Mr.  delivers  his  fentiments 
concerning  the  refolution  for  a 
tax  upon  attornies,  319 

K. 

King,  the,  makes  a  fpccch  from  the 
throne  to  both  Houfes  of  Parlia- 
ment, 2 — Has  an  addrefs  moved 
to  him  by  Vifcount  Clifden,  5— 
Copy  of  it,  184 — It  is  prefented 
to  him,  187— He  exprcfles  his 
thanks,  /^.— -Sends  a  melTage  to 
the  Houfe  relative  to  the  difem- 
barkation  of  the  Heflian  troops, 
193— -His  proclamation  to  the 
inhabitants  of  France,  605— • 
His  meilage  refpe£ting  the  ne- 
ceflary  augmentation  of  the  land 
forces,  642<*— His  demand  of  a 
benevolence  from  the  people, 
691 

Mam 

Lechmere^  Mr.  oppofes  the  mo- 
tion of  Mr.  Wilberforce  for  leave 
to  bring  in  a  bill  for  preventing 
the  fupply  of  foreign  territories 
with  flaves  from  the  coaft  of 
Africa,  323 

LfOng,  Mr.  C.  fpeaks  on-the  Pcnny- 
poftbill,  4^2 

M. 

Macleod,  Colonel,  puts  a  quedion 
concerning  the  officers  of  the  re- 
giments in  India,  284 — and  the 
bill  for  the  eflabliflimcnt  of  a 
militia  in  Scotland,  28$ 

Maitland,  Major,  animadverts  up- 
on the  fuppofed  nature  of  the 
Staff  under  the  Earl  of  Moira, 
234,  235,  252— Alludes  to  a 
want  of  convoys,  246^~Speaks 
on  the  employment  of  the  land 
forces,  2J5,  263,  280,  284-^ 
On  the  introdudion  of  foreign 

troops,  343 On  the  fubjed 

of  convoys,  378 

Martin,  Mr.  fpeaks  in  the  debate 
upon  the  refolution  for  the  pay 
ot.the  army,  2So---Oa  the  in- 
troduction of  foreign  troops,  365 


—On  the  ftate  of  Halifair,  413— 
On  the  King's  proclamation  to 
the  inhabitants  of  France,  620 — 
On  raifmg  troops  by  fubfcrip* 
tion,  634 

Maf^er  of  the  Rolls  fpeaks  on  the 
motion  from  Mr,  Adam,  for 
leave  to  bring  in  a  bill  to  give 
an  appeal  to  the  Lords  in  Parlia- 
ment, from  judgements  and  iien- 
tences  of  the  Court  of  Judiciary 
and  Circuit  Courts  in  Scotland, 
in  matters  of  law,  298,  656— 
On  the  petitions  of  Muir  and 
Palmer,  442 

Meifagc  from  the  King,  concern- 
ing the  debarkation  of  the  Hef- 
fian  forces,  192*— RefpecSting  a 
farther  augmentation  of  land 
forces,  642 

Milbank,  Mr.  approves  of  the 
treaty  with  the  King  of  Sardi- 
nia, 229 

Miles,  Mr.  arrefls  Count  Zenobio, 

Milner,  Sir  William,  fpeaks  in  fa- 
vour of  an  honourable  peace,  1 8 

Minchin,  Mr.  fpeaks  on  the  fub- 
jed  of  convoys,  207,  208 

Minority  on  the  amendment  to  the 
addrefs  to  His  Majefly,  183 — 
On  the  Slave  Trade  bill,  501 
— On  Mr,  Adam's  motion  in 
the  cafe  of  Muir  and  Palmer, 
547 — On  the  motion  from  Ge- 
neral Fitzpatrick,  622 

Montagu,  Mr.  oppofes  a  change 
in  the  jurifprudence  of  Scotland^ 
300— Speaks  on  the  introduction 
of  foreign  troops,  350 

Mornington,  Earl  of,  introduces 
his  various  reafons  for  agreeing^ 
to  the  motion  of  Vifcount  Clif^ 
den,  for  an  addrefs  of  thanks  to 
the  King,  for  the  meafures 
which  he  had  purfucd  in  the 
profccution  of  the  war,  23,  116 

Muir,  Mr.  his  cafe  difcuiTed,  448, 
50  X 

Murray,  Sir  James,  particularifes 
the  meafures  taken  for  the  relief 
ofNieuport,  18 — Afcertains  the 
arrival  of  the  ordnance  for  the 
flege  of  Dunkirk,  271 


INDEX. 


New  BraAfwiclt,  papers  relative 
to  tlie  fbte  of  it,  421,  435    . 

Ncjrnham,  Mr.  Alderman,  ap- 
proves of  the  landing  of  the  Hef- 
nan  troops,  and  argues  m  fa- 
vour of  the  profec'jtjon  of  the 
war,  229  —  Approves  of  the 
cootinuaLnce  of  the  (lave  trade, 
325— Speaks  on  the  fubje£t  of 
coDvoys,  395  —  On  the  Have 
trade,  455 

Nova  Scotia,  Papers  relative  to 
the  ftatc  of  it,  and  New  Brunf- 
wick,  421 

O. 

Ogihrie,  Major  General,  his  letter 
OQ  the  Ctate  of  Halifax,  425 


P. 


Palmer,    Mr.  his  cafe  difcuiTed, 
SOI 

Penoy  Pofi,  new  bill,  debate  con- 
cerning it,  4^2^ 

Pitt,  Mr.  fpcak^  in  favour  of  the 
profecution  of  the  war,  and  of 
theaddrefs,  propofed  by  the  Earl 
of  Momington,  to  His  Majeily, 
174 — Delivers  his  opinion  con- 
cerning a  propofed  appeal,  in 
criminal  cafes,  from  the  Courts 
of  Scotland  to  the  Houfe  of 
Lords,  189,  191 — On  the  point 
of  violent  altercation  with  Mr. 
Sheridan,  197— Vindicates  th« 
Adminifiration  againfl  the  charge 
of  a  {iippofed  negledt  in  provid- 
ing amvoys,  201,  205,  206—* 
^£>ves  for  referring  to  a  Com- 
mittee the  treaty  between  bis 
Brit^oinic  Majefty  and  the  King 
of  Sardinia,  20&— Calls  the  at- 
cectjon  of  the  Houfe  to  a  mea- 
fore  of  the  French,  relative  to 
individuals  in  France  poflefiing 
property  in  foreign  funds,  231-*- 
£.iilargcs  on  this  fubje^,  248, 
249,  250,  251,  252 — On  the 
nature  and  events  of  the  war 
agaioil  France,  and  the  neceflity 
£ar  its  cootinuaacc,  264,  265, 


266,  267,-268/259,  270,  271,' ■ 
276— —Speaks  on  the  fuV)ject  of 
Ways  and  Means,  300— And 
concludes  by  moving  the  taxes, 
313,  314 — Enters  upon  a  re« 
view  of  the  Have  trade,  328 — '•> 
Delivers  his  lentimcnts  on  Mr. 
Grey's  motion  concerning  the 
introdu6tioa  of  foreign  troops, 
J  56,  365— Speaks  on  the  lub- 
je<ft  ofthe  attention  paid  to  trade, 
during  the  prefcnt  war,  by 
granting  proper  convoys,  38c— 
Concerning  the  defence  of  Hali- 
fax and  the  care  of  its  commer* 
cial  concerns,  42c— ^Rcfpc£ling 
the  petitions  of  Palmer  and  Muir 

436'  437»  43^1  440,  445— 
Speaks  on  the  Attornies  tax  bill,^ 

461 — On  the  morion  for  aug- 
menting the  militia,  471 — On 
the  motion  of  Mr.  Whitbread, 
junior,  for  the  produ6lion  of 
the  treaties  entered  into  fince  the 
commencement  of  the  war,  494 
—On  the  motion  refpeding 
Muir  and  Palmer,  5  2 1 — On  the 
queflion  whether  it  be  the  pre- 
rogative of  the  Crown  to  land 
foreign  troops  in  this  country, 
without  the  confent  of  Parlia- 
ment, 550 — On  the  bill  foraug* 
menting  the  militia  forces,  584 
— ^On  the  imprifonment  of  M. 
La  Fayette,  604 — On  the  pay- 
ment of  navy  billf,  627---Oa 
railing  troops  by  fubfcription, 
635 — ^On  a  meftkgc  from  the 
King,  670— On  the  fupplies, 
687— -On  the  motion  for  print- 
ing certain  papers,  690 

Powys,  Mr.  delivers  his  fentiments 
concerning  the  treaty  with  the 
King  of  Sardinia,  210  —  and 
upon  foreign  troops,  337,  575— 
On  arming  the  people,^  709 

Proclamation  from  the  King  to  the 
inhabitants  of  France,  606 

R. 

Reports  from  the  Committee  ap- 
pointed to  draw  up  an  addrefs  to 
the  King,  184 — ^Of  the  Com- 
mittee of  Supply,    22S9   247, 
b 
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180  — Of  thcCommittec  of  Wiy  s 
aqd  Means,  28  c— Of  the  bill 
for  regulating  the  payment  of 
nary  bills,  627 

Rcfolutiuns,  for  granting  a  naval 
fupply  to  the  King,  135— For 
voting  to  him  the  fum  of  two 
hundred  thoufand  pounds,  to 
enable  him  to  comply  with  the 
terms  of  the  treaty  with  his  Sar- 
dinian Majcfty,  24.7 — For  a  cer- 
tain number  of  land  forces  to  be 
employed,  254 — For  fupplies 
for  different  exigencies,  279 

Ridley,  Sir  Matthew  White,  fpeaks 
on  the  augmentation  of  the  mi- 
litia, 4.74 — On  raifmg  troops  by 
fubfcription,  640 

Rofe,  Mr.  moves  the  plantation 
eftimates,  280 

Ryder,  Mr.  contends  for  a  g^dual 
method  of  abolilhing  the  (lave 
trade,  326 — Speaks  on  the  pe- 
titions of  Palmer  Smd  Muir, 
44'3'^^n  the  augmentation  of 
tiie  militia,  476 


S. 


Scott,  Mr.  D.  fpeaks  on  the  fub- 
je6i  of  convoys,  380 

Sheffield,  Lord,  fpeaks  on  the  flave 
trade,  J48 

Shelburbe,  Earl  of,  copy  of  his 
letter  to  the  Lord  Mayor  in  x  782, 
rcfpedHng  the  arming  of  the 
people,  ^04 

Sheridan,  Mr.  fpeaks,  in  anfwer 
to  Lord  Mornmeton,  upon  the 
addrefs  to  the  Kin^,  ami  the 

.  nature  and  profecution  of  the 
war  againft  France,  116— Deli- 
vers his  fentiments  concerning 
the  propofed  bill  to  give  appeal 
in  criminal  cafes  from  the  Courts 
of  S^tland  to  the  Houfe  of 
Lords,  in  matters  of  law,  189, 
190  — Gives  notice  of  an  in- 
tention to  move  for  papers,  con- 
taining the  edimsitc  of  commif- 
fions  nnce  the  war,  or  minifterial 
jobs,  as  they  were  called,  for  the 
purpofe  of  founding  a  ferious  ac- 
cufation  againd  Minifters,  192, 
193— r^peak»|  and  moves  ac« 


cordingly,  194,  195,  196,  197. 
198 — On  the  point  of  violent 
altercation  With  Mr.  Pitt,  197-^ 
His  remarks  concerning  the  grant 
of  men  for  the  fea  fefvice  of^hfe 
turreht  year,  205 — Alluded  to 
the  defcncelefs  ftate  of  tlalifax^ 
206,  207*— and  to  the  feeble 
naval  force  in  Nova  Scotia,  24.29 

243 Adverts  to  a  deficiency 

of  convoys  for  the  protection  of 
trade,  246 — Speaks,  and  moves 
for  memorials  and  official  ac- 
counts relative  to  Halifax,  398, 
407,  414,  417.^.— Speaks,  and 
moves  for  a  copy  of  the  memo- 
rial delivered  to  the  Secretary  of 
State  by  the  mefchants  interefbed 
in  the  trade  of  Halifax,  and  re- 
iiding  in  Londott,  418,  411 — 
Speaks,  and  moves  foir  le^re  to 
bring  up  a  petition  from  the 
Rev.  Fvfche  Palmer,  436,  438, 
446 — Delivers  his  fentiments  on 
the  Attorney's  Ta^  bill,  462 — 
In  the  cafes  of  Muir  and  Pulmer, 
526— Oh  the  prerogative  of  the 
Crown  to  lanti  hi  the  kingdom 
foreign  troops,  without  the  con- 
fcnt  cd  Parliament,  C'jo  On 
railing  troops  bv  iuofcription, 

632 On  the  King's  mcflajg^e^ 

679«— — On  thte  demand  of  a  be- 
nevolence from  the  people,  69 1 

Security  of  tiie  c6untry,  copies  of 
papers  on  this  fubjett,  674' 

Smith,  General,  -(peaks  on  the 
augmentation  of  tne  militia,  {84 

Smith,  Mr.  argues  in  favour  of  a 
fuflSciency  of  convoys,  240 
Speaks  on  the  introdufi^on  of 
fomgn  trcK)p*,  356— Onthepc- 
titions  of  Palmer  and  Muir,  440 

Speaker,  The,  reads  a  copy  of  the 
King's  fpeech,  2 — and  ^  letter 
of  thanks  from  Mari|uis  Com- 
wallis,  366— —Speaks  on  the 
Penny-poft  bill,  4c j 

Solicitor  (general  f^aks,ftiid  moves 
for  leave  to  bnng  in  a  bill  to 
counterad  the  feizure  in  Prance 
of  all  private  property  in  foreign 
countries,  253— Propofeitd  ex- 
onerate theCatholics  from  double 
aHeflteentii  1IS3 ^Oppofttthe 
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till  recommended  by  Mr«  Adam, 
for  the  purpofe  of  giving  an  ap- 
peal IQ  the  t^rds  ia  Parliamept 
fnmi  judjpemeots  and  fentences 
of  the  Court  of  Juliiciary  and 
Circuit  Courts,   in  Scotland,  in 

matters  of  law,  293 On  the 

p^Siofis  of  Palmer  and  Muir, 

Stanley,  Mr,  reprobates  pcrfonali- 
cies,  198— DeliTers  his  fenti- 
roents  on  the  fubjedl  of  the  treaty 
with  the  King  of  Sardinia,  226 
Speaks  on  the  motion  from 
Mr.  Adam,  for  leave  to  bring  ip 
aUU  to  give  an  appeal  ^to  the 
L4]rds  in  Parliament  fromjudge- 
ments  and  fentences  of  the  Court 
of  Jufticiary  and  Circuit  Courts 
in  Scotland,  in  matters  pf  Uw, 
J>99 Spe^iks  on  the  introduc- 
tion of  foreign  troops,  346  —on 
the  King's  proclamation  to  the 
inhabitanta  of  France,  620 

Sute  Papers.— Account  of  the 
ialary  of  the  Hon.  William  El- 
liott, as  Charge  des  Affaires  at 
the  Court  of  Berlin,  232 — Ditto 
to  Lord  Malmelbury,  on  his 
roiffioa  to  the  Coyrt  of  Berlin, 
i^' — Penfion  to  James  Hayes, 
Efq.  late  one  of  the  J  u  dices  of 
the  Grand  Seflions  for  the  coun- 
ties in  Wales,  i^.*— ^Amount  of 
ppy  giuated  for  the  feveral  Com? 
miflaries  for  the  forces,  appoint- 
ed in  179^9  at  home  and  abroad, 
with  an  account  of  the  half  pay 
to  which  they  will  feve rally  be- 
come entitled  in  confeqi^eDce 
thereof,  ?33— Salary  granted 
to  SirGil^rt  Elliott,  on  his  ap- 
pointmeoc  ai  Commifiioner  at 

Touloa,   234. Ei^peaces  ip- 

Ciirred  b^  the  Earl  of  Yarmouth, 
^  MimAer  Plenipotentiary  to 

the  King  of  Pruffia,  ii ^De- 

claratioD  to  the  inhabitants  of 
France,  dated  Whitehall,  06k. 
*9».*793»  ^6-— — Pla^  for  pro- 
vidin|^  more  completely  for  the 
fecunty  of  thp  ^untry,  prefent- 
ed  by  Mr.  Seicretary  Dundas, 
6/4  Account,  fl;iewing  how 
the  money  given  for  the  fcrvice 


of  the  year  1793  has  been  dif- 
pofed  of,  diiHnguiflied  under  the 
leveral  heads,  until  the  8th  day 
of  April,  1 794,  and  the  parts 
remaining  unfatisfied,  wirh  the 

deficiency   thereupon,  727 

Expence  of  ferviccs  performed 
by  the  Office  of  Ordnance,  pur- 
fuant  to  His  Majefty's  orders, 
and  not  provided  for  by  Parlia- 

mcQt,  742 Eftimate  of  the 

charge  of  the  Office  of  Ordnance 
for  the  year  1794,  746 — An  Ac- 
count of  Monies  ifTued  out  of  the 
Civil  LidRereuue,  between  the 
14th  February,  1794,  and  the 
jth  April  following,  755— To- 
tal of  Army  Eflimates,  756 

Standing  Orders  of  the  JEijufe  of 
Commons,  with  refpe6t  to  Navi- 
gable Canals,  Aouedudts,  and 
the  Navigation  of  Hi  vers,  757 

Steele,  Mr.  j unifies  the  mode  of 
felling  rank,  for  the  purpofe  of 
levying  men,  284 

Sullivan,  Mr.  argues  in  favour  of 
the  profecution  of  the  war,   10 

Sums  for  public  fervices,  279 

Supplies,  302 


T. 


Tarleton,  Colonel,  fpealcs  againft 
the  profecution  of  the  war,  12 
—Argues  in,  favour  of  the  con* 
tinuance  of  the  (lave  trade,  3  2  $ 
— Prcfents  a  petition  on  the  oc- 
cafion,  4^4 — Speaks  on  the  im- 
prifonment  of  M.  de  La  Fayette, 

S99 
Taylor,  Mr.M.  A.,  contends  that 

the  late  fcntence  in  the  Judici- 
ary Court  of  Scotland  was  il- 
legal, 191,  685— Speaks  in  the 
petitioning  cafe  of  Mr.  Atkinfon, 
436,  and  of  Muir  and  Palinei, 
43 ^»  439— On  the  augmenta- 
tion of  the  militia,  472 — ^On 
the  production  of  treaties,  fince 
the  war,  48  8 
Taxes,  the  new,  311,  313,  314, 

Thompfon,  Mr.  fpcaks  on  the  pe- 
titions of  Palmer  and  Muir,  451 

b  2 
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'Tirchficld,  IVTarquis  of,  fpeaks  ia 

the  cal'c  ot  the  petitions  of  Muir 

and  Palmer,  451 
'Tooke,    Mr.    Home,    allufion   to 

his   fuppofed   arrcft  of    Count 

Zenobio,  452 

V. 

Vanfittart,  Mr.  fpcaks  on  the  au|f- 
mentaiion  of  the  militia,  475 — 
On  railing  troops  by  fubfcrip- 
tion,  630 

Vaughan,  Mr.  reprehends  the  fu- 
pinefs  ofiAdminiftraiion  with  re- 
ipc6i  to  convoys,  239,  382 — 
Speaks  on  the  (lave  trade,  456 

W. 

Wallnce,  Mr.  fpcaks  concerning 
the  introduction  of  foreign  troops 

347 
Watfon,    Mr.  Serjeant,     cautions 

Parliament    againft    engrafting 

the  law  of  Scotland  on  the  law 

of  Enp;land,  298 

Ways  and  Means,  3 1 1 

Wigiey,  Mr.  fpeaks,  and  mores 
for  the  conclafion  of  Mr,  Had- 
ings*6  trial,  366— And  for  leave 
to  bring  in  a  bill  for  providing 
for  the  wives  and  families  of  mi- 
litia men,  396 

Whitbrcad,  Mr.  argues  againft  the 
continuance  of  the  Have  trade, 
323,  327— moves  for  a  copy  of 
the  treaty  under  which  the  Ha- 
noverians are  employad,  231, 
332 — Speaks  on  the  fubjca  of 
Jntrodiicing  foreign  frbops,  341, 
436 — On  the  petition  of  Palmer 
andMiiir,  440,  441,  449,^31 
— On  the  treaties  entered  into 
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In  tlie  FOURTH  SESSION  of  the 

Seventeenth  Parliament  of  Great  Britain, 

Appointed  to  be  holden  at  Westminster, 
On  Thursday,  the  25th  of  November,  x790« 


Tuejday^   2  ijl  January y   1794. 

A.  MESSAGE  fixnn  His  Majcfty  was  delivered  by  Sir  Francis 
Mdyneux,  Gentleman  Uiher  of  the  Black  Rod : 

Mr.  Speaker, 

The  King  contmands  thtt.honourabk  Houfe  to  attend  His  Majefly  intme'- 
diaielj  in  the  Houfe  of  Peers. 

Accordingly,  Mr.   Speaker,  with  the  Houfe,  went  up  to  attend 
His  Majefty,  and  being  returned, 

Mr.  SPEAKER  acquainted  the  Houfe,  that,  in  purfuance  of  the 
diiedHons  of  an  a<£t,  pafled  in  the  twenty-fourth  year  of  the  reign  of 
his  prefent  Majefty,  entitled,  "  An  adl  to  repeal  fo  much  of  two  a6ts 
made  in  the  i  oth  and  1 5th  years  of  the  reign  of  his  prefent  Ma- 
jefly, as  authorifes  the  Speaker  of  the  Houfe  of  Commons  to  iflTuc 
"  his  warrants  to  the  Clerk  of  the  Crown  for  making  out  writs  for  the 
"  eleiftion  of  Members  to  fcrve  in  Parliament/'  &c.  &c.  he  had  if- 
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fucd  his  warrants,  during  the  recefs,  to  the  Clerk  of  the  Crown,  to 
make  out  new  writs  for  the  eledion  of  feveral  Members  to  fcrve  in 
Parliament. 

A  bill  for  the  more  cfFedtual  preventing  clandedine  outlawries,  was 
read  the  firfl  time,  and  ordered  to  be  read  a  fccoiid  time. 

Mr.  SiPEAKER  reported,  that  the  {loufc  liad  attended  His  Ma- 
jcfty  in  the  Houfe  of  Peers,  where  His  Majefty  was  pleafed  to  make 
a  moft  gracious  fpeech  from  the  throne  to  botli  Houfes  of  Parliament ; 
of  which,  Mr.  Speaker  faid,  he  had,  to  prevent  miftakes,  obtained 
a  copy,  wliich  he  read  to  the  Houfe  ;  and  is  as  followeth,  viz. 

My  Lords,  and  Gentlemen, 

THE  circumjiances  under  which  you  arc  mw  ajj'ciphledy  require  your 
mojiferious  attention, 

-    fVe  are  engaged  in  a  contefl^  on  the  iffue  of  which  depend  the  malnte^ 
nance  of  our  conjiitutlony  kfwSf  and  religion  :  and  the  fecurlty  of  all  civil 
foclety: 

Tou  muft  hceoe  obfervedy  wlthfatlsfaSllony  the  advantages  which  have 
been  obtained  by  the  arms  of  the  allied  Powers^  and  the  change  which  has 
taken  place  In  the  getieraljltuatlon  of  Eiirope  ftnce  the  commencement  of  the 
war.  The  United  Provinces  have  been  protested  from  Invajion ;  the 
Aujlrlan  Netherlands  have  been  recovered  and  maintained ;  and  places  of 
9onftdctahli  Importance  have  been  acquired  on  the  frontiers  of  France.  The 
re-capture  of  MentZy  and  the  fubfequent  fucceffes  of  the,  allied  armies  on  the 
Rhine f  havcy  notwlthjiandlng  the  advantages  recently  obtained  by  the  ene^ 
my  In  that  quarter ^  prvued  highly  beneficial  to  the  common  caufe.  Power- 
ful efforts  have  been  made  by  my  allies  In  the  South  of  Europe  ;  the  tempo- 
rary pofffjpon  of  the  town  and  port  of  Toulon  has  greatly  dljireffedthe  opera- 
tions of  my  enemies  ;  and  In  the  drcumjiances  attending  the  evacuation  of  that 
place y  an  Important  and  decijive  blow  has  been  given  to  their  naval  power^ 
by  the  dijilnguljhed  conduBy  abllltleSy  andfplrlt  of  my  commandcrsy  offi- 
cers j  and  force  Sy  both  byfea  and  land. 

The  French  have  been  driven  from  their  poffejfions  andfijhery  at  New^ 
foundlandy  and  Important  and  valuable  acquijitlons  have  been  made  both  In 
the  Eajl  and  IFeJi  Indies. 

Atfea  ourfupeHorlty  has  been  undlfputedy  and  our  commerce  fo  effeSlU" 
ally  protested y  that  the  loffes  fiijlalned  have  been  Inconjide^'abky  In  propor- 
tion to  Its  extent y  and  to  the  captures  made  on  the  contracted  trade  of  the 
enemy. 

The  circumjiances  by  which  the  farther  progrefs  of  the  allies  has  hlthcrtf 

been  Impeded y  not  only  prove  the  ncceffity  of  vigour  and perfeverance  on  our 

party  buty  at  the  fame  timey  confirm  the  expectation  of  ultimate  fucccfs. 

r .     Our  enemies  have  derived  the  means  of  temporary  exertion,  from  ajyjlem 
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tMeb  has  enahiei  them  to  difpofe  arbitrarily  of  the  lives  and  property  of  a 
mtmersus  people,  and  which  openly  violates  every  reftraint  ofjujlicey  hunut" 
mty,  and  religion :  but  thefe  effort s^  produHive  as  they  neceffarily  have 
keen  of  internal  dijcontent  andconfujion  in  France^  have  alfo  tended  rapidly 
H  exhaufi  the  natural  and  realflrengih  of  that  country^ 

Although  I  cannot  but  regret  the  neceffary  continuance  of  the  war^  I 

fiiudd  ill  conjult  the  effential  interejls  of  my  people y  if  \I  were  dejirous  of 

peace  on  any  grounds  but  fuch  as  may  provide  for  their  permanent fafety^  and 

yir  the  independence  andfecurity  of  Europe.      The  attainment  of  thefe  ends 

isftiU  ohfiru^ed  by  the  pre^oalence  of  a  fyjlem  in  France^,  equally  incompa- 

tikk  with  the  happinefs  of  that  country y  and  with  the  tranquillity  of  all 

other  nations. 

Under  tHs  imprejjion,  I  thought  proper  to  make  a  declaration  cf  the 
views  ami  principles  by  which  I  am  guided.  I  have  ordered  a  copy  of  this 
declaration  to  be  hftd  before  yoUy  together  ivith  copies  offeveral  Conventions 
and  Treaties  with  different  Power Sy  by  which  you  will  perceive  how  large 
apart  of  Europe  is  united  in  a  caufe  of  fuch  general  concern. 

I  refleSi  vuith  unfpeakable  fatisfaStion  on  thejleady  loyalty  and  firm  at^ 
tachment  to  the  ejiablijhed  conjiitution  and  government y  which y  notwithjiand- 
ing  the  continued  efforts  employed  to  miflead  and  tofeduccy  have  beenfoge^ 
neraUy  prevalent  among  all  ranks  of  my  people.  Thefe  fentiments  have  been: 
endnentiy  manifefied  in  the  z-eal  and  alacrity  of  the  militia  to  provide  for  our  - 
internal  defence y  and  in  the  difiinguijhed  bravery  and  fpirit  difplayed  on 
every  occajicn  by  my  forces  both  byfea  and  land :  they  have  maintained  the 
luftre  of  the  Britijh  nanuy  and  have  jhewn  themf elves  worthy  of  the  bleffings 
which  it  is  the  objefl  of  all  our  exertions  to  preferve. 

Gentlemen  of  the  Houfc  of  Commons, 

I  heeoe  ordered  the  neceffary  eflimates  and  accounts  to  be  laid  before  you y 
and  I  am  perfuadedyou  will  be  ready  to  makef^uh  prvinfton  as  the  exigen^ 
des  of  the  time  may  require.  I  feel  toofenftbly  the  repeated  proof s  which  I 
have  received  of  the  affeSion  of  myfubje^Sy  not  to  lament  the  necefftty  of 
any  additional  burdens.  It  is,  however,  a  great  conf elation  to  me  to  obferve 
the  favourable  JIate  of  the  revenucy  and  the  complete  fuccefs  of  the  meafure 
winch  was  lajl  year  adopted  for  removing  the  embarraffments  affeSfing  conu 
Tnercial  credit. 

Great  as  muf  be  the  extent  of  our  exertionsy  I  trujl  you  will  be  enabled 
t9  provide  for  them  in  fuch  a  manner  as  to  avoid  any  preffure  which  could  be 
faxrelyfelt  by  my  people. 

My  Lords  and  Gcndemen, 

In  all  your  deliberations,  you  will  undoubtedly  bear  in  mind  the  true 
grounds  and  origin  of  the  war. 
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An  attack  was  made  on  us,  and  on  our  dllifs,  founded  on  frinciph 
which  tend  to  dejlroy  all  property y  tofubvert  the  laws  and  religion  of  every 
civilized  nation,  and' to  introduce  univerfally  that  wild  and  definitive  fy/^ 
tern  of  rapine,  anarchy,  and  impiety,  the  effects  of  which,  as  they  hcpu^ 
already  been  manifefied  in  France,  fumijh  a  dreadful  but  ufeful  lejfon  to  th< 
prefent  age  and  to  pofierity. 

It  only  remains  for  us  to  to  perfevere  in  our  united  exertions  ;  their 
difcontinuance  or  relaxation  could  hardly  procure  even  a  Jhort  interval  of 
delujive  repofe,   and  could  never  temiinate  in  fecurity  or  peace.      Imprejfeii 
with  the  necefjiiy  of  defending  all  that  is  mofi  dear  to  us,  and  relying,   as 
we  may,  with  confidence,   on  the  valour  and  refources  of  the  nation,  on  the 
combined  efforts  offo  large  a  part  of  Europe j   and,  above  all,   on  the  incon-^ 
tefiible  jufiice  of  our  caufe,  let  us  render  our  conduB  a  contrafi  to  that  of 
our  enemies,  and,  by  cultivating  and  praBiftng  the  principles  of  humanity^ 
and  the  duties  of  religion,  endeavour  to  merit  the  continuance  of  the  Divine 
favour  and  prote6iion  which  have  been  fo  eminently  experienced  by  thefe 
kingdoms* 

The  fpcech  having  been  read, 

Mr.  Secretary  DUN  DAS  prefented  at  the  bar  of  the  HoiUe,  copies 
of  Conventions  entered  into  between  His  Britannic  Majefty  and  the 
Emperor  of  Germany,  the  Kings  of  Pruflia,  Spain,  Sicily,  the  Queen 
of  Portugal,  and  the  Landgraves  of  Heffe  Caffel  and  Baden. 

Vifcount  CLIFDEN  rofe  to  move  the  addrefs.  He  (hould  vote 
for  the  continuance  of  the  war;  he  faid,  with  more  decidon,  bccaufe 
to  his  mind  there  prefented  itfelf  no  rational  hope  of  peace.  It  could 
not  be  expedled  that  the  French,  who  had  waded  through  every  fpe- 
cics  of  crimes,  whofe  recent  hiftory  was  only  a  detail  of  robberies,  at- 
trocities,  and  murder,  could  be  expedted  faithfully  to  adhere  to  an^ 
treaty.  The  offer  of  pacification,  On  our, parts,  would  expofe  us  to 
the  mod  ferious  danger,  not  that  he  thought  that  the  French  would  be 
willing,  in  this  cafe,  to  attack  us  firft.  They  would  more  probably 
act  againil  their  weaker  adverfaries,  and  after  punifhing  thofe  w^hom 
they  defpilcd,  would  turn  their  arms  againA  us  whom  they  hate.  He 
had  no  obje6Uon  to  an  honourable  peace,  hut  fuch  a  one  was  not  to  be 
made  with  a  people  (lained  with  every  fanguinary  excefs.  Amongft 
their  various  a<5ls  of  this  dcfcription  they  had  performed  but  one  ad  of 
juftice,  and  tliis  was  in  the  execution  of  Brillbt  and  his  accomplicesj 
who  were,  in  fact,  the  authors  of  the  prefent  calamitous  war. 

He  rejoiced  grently  in  the  internal  union  of  this  country  as  defcribed 
in  the  fpecch,  and  which  was  fo  unequivocally  marked,  as  to  drive 
the  Jacobins  to  defpair.  ITiey  had  been  foiled  in  Ireland,  and  in 
Scotland,   tiiey  had  lately  difcovered  that  they  flood  on  dangerous 
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ground.     Xhe  late  fuccefies  of  the  French  had  drawn  them,,  it  was 

true,  Ske  fo  many  repdles,  from  their  hiding  places  ;  but  thofe  fuc- 
ctSes  were  happily  not  of  a  nature  to  induce  any  loyal  fubjc6l  to  dc- 
^r  of  ultimate  fuccefs  againft  the  common  enemy.  The  reign  of 
terror  which  rhey  hdd  eilablifhed,  was  in  its  nature  (hort :  and  it  was 
to  be  remembered,  that  tlie  peace  which  was  permanent,  was  the  only 
one  which  could  be  regarded  as  deiirable. 

His  Lordfhip  then  commented  on  tlie  prefent  ruinous  condition  of 
Fnnce,  and  the  Ihamelcfs  barbarities  (he  has  lately  pradkifed.  Not- 
vitfaftanding  her  oftentation  and  temporary  boafting,  there  was  no 
doubt  exiiting  of  the  infufnciency  of  her  finances,  when  private  pro- 
perty was  plundered  or  confifcated,  to  ferve  the  exigencies  of  th^  State. 
Hb  Lordfhip  confefled  his  anxiety  for  the  return  of  peace  upon  any 
tCTms  confiftcnt  ^'ith  the  honour,  dignity  and  fafety  of  the  kingdom  ; 
but  he  would  by  no  means  recommend  the  facrifice  of  fuch  invaluable 
objcAs  for  the  attainment  of  it*  As  there  were  none  therefore  with 
Thorn  we  could  negociate  in  a  manner  fatisfadtory  to  ourfelves,  he 
conceived  the  continuation  of  the  war  to  be  both  politic  and  juft.  He 
concluded  bv  moving  the  Addrefs  of  Thanks  to  His  Majefty  for  the 
meafures  he  had  already  taken  in  carrying  on  the  war,  and  the  decla- 
ration of  perfcvering  in  die  fame. 

Sir  FETTER  BXJ  RRELL,   Bart,  rofe,  and  faid.   After  the   very 
full  and  detailed  account  which  we  have  this  day  heard  delivered  from 
the  Throne,   of  the  tranfadlions  of  the  laft  campaign  and  of  our  prefent 
fituation,   after  the  judicious  manner  in  which  the  noble  Lord  has  re- 
commended this    motion,  the  Houfe  will  perhaps  think  it  unnecefTary 
(ac  me  to  trouble  them  much  on  this  fubjedl ;  nor  (hould  I   do  fo  at 
all,  were  it  not  from  a  conviflion,  that  it  is  not  fufficient  for  a  man, 
Standing  forward  in  thefc  times,  barely  to  affent  to  proportions  that 
are  made  ;  he  is  called  upon  to  give  the  grounds  and  principles  on 
which  that  affent  is  founded. 

I  rife  to  fecond  the  motion  on  this  important  occafion,  from  an  ear- 
neft  defirc  of  taking  the  earlieft  opportunity  to  declare,  that  the  fenti- 
inents  1  profeffcd  at  the  outfet  of  this  momentous  war,  remain  unal- 
tewd  in  the  fmalleft  particular. 

I  conlidered  it  then,  I  confider  it  now,  as  a  war,  not  of  England 
agiinfi  France,  but  as  a  war  undertaken  in  concert  with  our  allies, 
for  tiic  defence  and  prefervation  of  every  part  of  the  civilized  world, 
and  to  repel  by  force  of  anns,  an  hoftilc  and  unjuftifiable  aggreflion, 
on  the  part  of  the  French  ;  haying  previoufly  tried  all  the  means  of 
negodation  to  prevent  it,  that  honour  and  prudence  could  didlate. 
At  the  ccmmcncemcnt  of  this  revolution  in  France,  it  was  natural 
men  Ihould  be  divided  in  their  opinions  ;  it  might  have  been  expccV 
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ed  by  (cOMf  that  order  and  happinefs  would  quickly  arife  from  thac 
ferment,  which  makes  an  cflential  part  of  every  rapid  and  completo 
diange  of  a  long-eftabli(hcd  Government ;  they  might  nnticipare  th<5 
ends,  and  believe  the  proieffions  of  the  firfl  promoters  of  a  fyftem, 
they  in  the  gjofs  admired.     But  I  truft,  that  beyond  the  influepce  at 
the  guillotine^  there  does  not  exift  a  human  being,  with  an  honeft 
heart  and  found  judgement,    who  approves  of  the  prefcnt  fyftem  m 
France,  or  can  fincerely  wifh  it  one  inftant's  fucccfs- 

The  theories  of  Marat,  from  which  the  French  thcmfelves  at  firft 
ihrunk  back  with  horror,  they  are  now  putting  in  praflice,  with  the 
utmoft  exultation  and  joy  ;  and  the  murder  of  her  citizens  forms  the 
chief  amufement  of  every  principal  town  ;  even  at  the  moment  they 
are  awarding  puniftiment  to  their  deferted  coadjutors,  though  the  pu- 
nifhmcnt  is  approved,  they  equally  difguft  mankind  by  the  nxxles  of 
their  proceeding. 

Their  conduft  immediately  fubfequent  to  the  battle  of  Jemappc, 
gave  convincing  proof  of  their  objcft  and  intention,  viz.  to  overthrow 
ever)'  cftablithed  Government  on  earth,  and  to  eredl  themfelves  into  a 
fuprcme  power,  on  the  ruins  of  civilization. 

We  learn  from  hiftory,   that  great  and  flourifhin^  nations  have 
been  fubdued,  whofc  power  appeared  to  bid  defiance  to  v  very  attack  ; 
we  learn  that  hords  of  barbarians  poured  at  different  tinges,  from  the 
diflferent  parts  of  the  earth,  and  eftabliihed  their  own  baibarous  policy 
and  manners,    on  the  deftrudUon  of  all  kiiowledge  and  refinement ; 
but  it  was  referved  for  the  prefcnt  age,  to  afford  the  monflrous  cx-- 
ample,  of  a  people  great  in  power,  riches,  and  fplendor,  looked  up 
to  by  the  nations  of  the  earth,   loved  by  fome,  feared  by  many,  and 
imitated  by  all,  at  once  arming  themfelves  againft  the  deareft  and  beft 
interefts  of  mankind  ;  with  all  the  madnefs  of  innovation,  to  rephingc 
that  world  into  the  groffeft  darkncfs  and  barbarifm.     With  minds 
more  ferocious  than  the  mod  favage  nations  of  antiquity,  they  unfor^ 
tunately  pofTefs  all  the  increafed  powers  of  adding,  which  man  derives 
from  the  arts  of  civilization.     The  efFedl  muft  be,  for  a  time  at  lead, 
in  proportion  to  two  fuch  caufes. 

In  the  fituation  this  country  ftood  with  regard  to  France,  at  Ac 
end  of  the  year  1792,  all  farther  negpciation  became  ufelefs,  from 
the  perfons  momentarily  poffeffed  of  the  power  in  France,  from  any 
hopes  of  fufcefs,  or  from  any  chance  of  permament  fafety,  even  if 
peace  could  have  been  obtained.  The  truth  of  this  has,  I  think, 
been  demonftrated  by  fubfequent  events.  Freed  from  all  human  and 
divine  obligations,  the  French  fcorn  to  comply  with  any  condition 
they  make,  and  laugh  at  the  credulity  which  truAs  them.  There 
was  nothing  I  dreaded  more  than  the  treacherous  calm  a  loi^  negoda- 
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tion  would  then  iniallibly  have  occaiioned.  I  (hould  tremble  now  at 
the  ftagnadon  of  men's  minds  on  tliis  important  fubje£ly  when  the 
fafcty  of  the  civilized  world  is  a  point  at  iflue.  The  French  had  fpo- 
ken  out ;  it  mud  have  been  folly  or  madnefs,  or  fomcthing  worfe  than 
bodi,  nor  to  have  underftood  them.  Had  we  been  cajoled  into  a  bafe 
and  ignominious  neutrality,  our  defh-udiiion  in  the  end  was  equally  de* 
cidedon.  If  the  laws,  the  property,  the  political  exiftence,  the  mo- 
rality, and  religit>n  of  Europe,  are  to  be  deftroyed,  what  does  it  fignifj 
«i3cdier  they  periih  by  the  hands  of  a  Briffot  or  a  Roberfpicrre,  an 
Egalite,  or  a  Danton  ?  Even  to  talk  of  peace  at  this  moment, 
vould  appear  to  me  Imprudent  in  the  extreme.  What  end  could  it 
anfwer,  but  to  throw  diftruft  and  jealoufy  amongft  the  allies ;  to 
weaken  our  own  exertions,  by  diftrading  our  minds,  and  confequently 
to  defeat  the  object  which  it  pretended  to  be  in  view. 

This  great  quefHon  of  order  againft^ anarchy,  muft  be  fought  out 
now  to  the  laft,  or  be  loft  for  ever ;  and  if  it  be  fought  out  with  vi- 
gour on'our  parts,  I  have  no  doubt  of  fucccfs.  Have  we  forgotten 
the  French  declared  war ;  that  they  have  folemnly  vowed  the  extermi* 
nation  of  us,  as  a  government  and  as  a  people  !  Wt  are  certain,  theie* 
fore,  of  their  wiU  ;  the  power,  we  truft,  they  have  not.  But,  Sir, 
what  ground  is  there  to  expe£l  peace  ?  Have  the  P  rench  offered  it  f 
No.  Can  we,  in  the  prefent  moment,  folicit  it  ?  I  think  impoffible* 
Tte  only  chance  of  obtaining  it,-  would  be  by  fubmiflfion,  which  the 
ikuation  of  our  affairs  is  as  far  from  making  neceflary,  as  it  muft  be 
contrary  to  our  inclination  voluntarily  to  offer.  If  you  wifti  for  a  fpe- 
cimen  of  French  foigivenefs,  look  to  the  city  of  Lyons.  What  have 
we  ID  dread  the  chance  of  from  this  conteft,  that  does  not  necefTarily 
feUow  from  fubmiflion  ?  Wiiat  have  you  to  expedt  firom  a  country^ 
wfaeie  teiTor  has  ufurped  the  feat  of  juftice ;  where  bare  fufpicion  con- 
ftitutes  guilt,  and  accufation  proof  ?  If  this  is  to  become  the  degraded 
fiate  of  mankind,  loft,  indeed,  is  the  caufe  of  fuffering  humanity ! 
From  this  time  forward  all  things  muft  change  their  eflence  and  their 
name.  I  truft,  however,  it  wiU  be  otherwife,  and  that  the  iftue  of 
this  conteft  will  be  fuch,  as  the  feelings  of  the  greater  part  of  Europe 
^ve  us  reafon  to  expert.  I  aftert,  that  England  has  no  choice  left ; 
that  peribnal  fafety,  as  well  as  political  exiftence,  make  it  neceftary 
tm  (faain  every  nerve  in  this  conteft,  independent  even  of  a  hope  of 
indenmity  ;  nay,  even  if  there  were  ferious  doubts  of  final  fuccefs.  It 
is,  faowevcr>  fome  confolation,  amidft  this  fcene  of  horror,  that  we 
may  look  to  vidory  in  the  end,  to  indeipnity  for  our  lofs,  and  to 
pcnnanent  fecurity  as  the  confequence  of  both. 

The  French  Government  having  feized,  direAly  or  indiredtty,  every 
fpedes  of  real  and  perfonal  property,  and  having  enforced,  under  tlic 
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fcvercft  penalties,  the  pcrfonal  fervice  of  each  individual ;  the  cffedt 
of  fuch  an  effort  has  certainly  been  great,  but   not  greater  than  might 
Jiavc  been  expefted :  though  the  promptitude  with  which  that  meafure 
has  been  taken,  made  it  impoffible  for  the  allies,  a<Sing  under  a  fyftem 
of  regular  laws,  to  meet  it  in  the  firft  moment  with  a  commenfurate 
exertion.     Surrounding  nations  ought  to  have,  and  can  have,  but  one 
common  intereft.     The  danger  may  threaten  more  immediately  parti- 
cular points,  but  it  is  not  far  enough  removed  from  any  part  of  Europe 
to  afford  any  fubffantial  confolation  from  its  diffance.     The  fafety  of 
the  Continent  is  the  fafety  of  England,  and  the  fuccefs  of  England  in- 
fures  the  prcfervation  of  the  Continent.     It  would   be  vain  and  idle 
to  flatter  ourfelves,  that  the  profperity  and  power  of  England  would 
long  furvive  the  fubjugation  of  the  Auftrian  Netherlands  and  Holland 
by  the  French. 

To  form  an  opinion  of  our  prcfent  ftate,  we  muft  take  a  ffiort  re- 
view of  fome  of  the  leading  features  of  the  laft  two  years.     From  the 
battle  of  Jemappe,  France  became  miftrefs  of  Auftrian  Flanders  and 
Liege,  and  delaying  for  a  time  her  attack  on  Holland,  (which  was  al- 
ways in  view)  ftie  puihed  her  operations  on  the  Rhine,  took  Mayencc, 
and  Frankfort,  and  threatened  an  irruption  ftill  farther  into  Germany  : 
her  treatment  of  Geneva  muft  not  be  forgotten  -,  Savoy  and  Nice  fell 
under  her  dominion  ;  flie  infulted  and  made  preparations  againft  Italy  ; 
attacked  Sardinia ;  vifited  Naples  with  a  fleet  too  ftrong  to  be  oppofed 
by  any  force  then  in  the  Meditermnean  fea  ;  and.  conduced  herfelf 
towards  Spain  and  Portugal  in  a  manner  which  demonftrated  the  vaft 
projedl  flie  had  formed.     Intoxicated  with  fuccefs,  flie  thought  the 
powers  of  Europe  would  crumble  to  duft  at  her  feet.     There  was  at 
that  time  too  much  foundation  for  her  hopes. 

England  was  not  only  unprepared  for  war,  but  her  peace  cftabliffi- 
ment  had  been  pared  down,  and  (by  the  repeated  advice  of  all  parties) 
totheloweft  poflible  degree;  and  for  this  curious  reafon,  as  it  has 
turned  out,  that  fronnf  France,  our  old  inveterate  and  natural  enemy, 
at  all  times,  and  under  all  circumftances,  there  was  nothing  to  appre- 
hend. 

The  full  and  detailed  account  which  we  have  this  day  heard  from 
the  Throne,  makes  it  unneceflary  for  me  to  give  a  particular  view 
of  the  laft  campaign,  or  our  adlual  fituation  at  prefcnt ;  it  would  be 
tiring  the  Houfe  with  repetition.  But  thus  much  I  muft  obferve,  that 
if  the  fltuation  and  power  of  France  and  England,  at  the  beginning  of 
1 793,  be  compared  with  the  fituation  and  power  of  France  and  Eng- 
land at  the  commencement  of  1 794,  the  laft  campaign  has  proved  the 
moft  difaflrous  to  France,  and  the  moft  folidly  beneficial  to  England, 
of  any  on  record.  2 
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It  is  but  juft  now  wc  arc  beginning  to  be  in  a  ftate  which  admits  of 
oar  ading  with  vigour-  Our  preparations  are  rapidly  advancing,  and 
oar  hSkSy  though  ever  to  be  fincerely  lamented,  have  been  but  few  in 
immfcer ;  fo  much  fo,  I  fliould  be  juftified  in  ftating,  that  notwith- 
fiandti^  all  the  advantages  the  French  have  lately  obtained,  the  whole 
cftdive  force  of  Great  Britain  is  as  entire  as  before  the  wzx  broke  out, 
rtlatively  increafcd  in  a  great  degree,  and  that  a  larger  (hare  of  it  has 
been  called  into  ailion  in  a  (horter  time  than  the  hiftory  of  the  country 
aifijfds  an  example  of.  In  the  interim, -it  is  no  fmall  advantage  to 
the  caufe  of  order  againft-^narchy,  that  the  French  have  been  for  the 
rooft  part  driven  back  within  their  own  frontier  ;  that  France  itfelf 
has  in  a  great  extent  been  the  theatre  of  war  ;  and  that  they  have  been 
compelled  to  make  thofe  exertions  in  their  own  defence,  which  they 
^^c  preparing  to  employ  for  the  deftruAion  of  their  unoffending  neigh- 
bours. In  addition  to  every  other  evil  with  wliich  this  ftruggle  is 
pregnant,  the  chief  end  of  vidory  to  the  French,  is  revenge  ;  they 
do  not  even  wi(h  to  gain  what  the  vanqui(hed  lofe ;  content  and  happy 
if  the  confequence  of  their  fuccefs  is  one  wild,  dreary  wafte  of  total 
de\'allation  ;  and  in  the  profecution  of  their  objcdt,  the  miferies  of 
Fnmcc  itfelf  equally  delight  the  promoters  of  this  plan,  for  the  over- 
throw of  mankind. 

Whatever  may  have  been,  or  may  be,  the  fuccefs  of  the  French, 
that  fuccefs  does  not  alter  in  the  fmsUcft  particle  the  principles  they 
foDow  ;  principles  which  muft  be  oppofed,  and  which  can  never  be 
combated  with  more  advantage  than  at  the  prefent  dme,  by  the  power- 
ful alliances  which  have  been  formed  againft  them.  The  French  have 
changed  themfclves  into  fuch  2  frate,  that  their  only  hope  is  to  reduce 
all  EuTt^  to  a  ftill  worfe.     Ruin  die  immediate  end,  and  terror  the 
means,  what  clafs  of  her  people  have  efcaped  the  gripe  of  this  ferocious 
pover  ?      Having  deftroyed  their  clergy,  they  have  rooted  out  religion 
from  their  land  ;  having  annihilated  their  nobility,  they  have  confif- 
catcd  the  profy^rty  of  bolifa :  diey  have  wrung  from  the  hands  of  the  far- 
mer the  produce  of  the  fwcat  of  his  brow  :  the  riches  of  the  merchant 
Gondudis  him  tothegjillotine  ;  the  fliopkeeper  is  obliged  to  fell  his  (lock 
at  an  arbitrary  price,  fixed  by  the  capricious  will  of  defpotic  power ; 
and  die  lower  orders  of  the  people  are  pinched  by  prefent  want,  and  all 
the  horrors  of  approaching  famine,  the  dreadful  efFefts  of  their  own 
credulity  and  raflmefs.     I  ftatc  this,  and  would  have  it  dated  it  over 
and  over  again,  that  the  nation  at  lar^e,  ^  and,  if  poll  ble,  each  in;iivi- 
dual  in  it,  may  know  the  isrTetched  fituation  the  French  would  prepare 
ferdicm,  even  as  allies  ;  a  fituadon  which  French  principles  natu- 
ifllly  and  neceflarily  lead  to. 
Vol.  XXXVI.  C 
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What  then  have  we  to  cxped  from  them  as  our  bittcreft  enemies, 
prompted  by  all  the  little  and  malignant  paflions  which  the  wicked  al- 
ways feel,  when  thwarted  in  their  horrid  purpofe.  That  this  country 
may  know  it,  before  it  be  too  late  ;  that  it  may  avert  the  evil,  by  op- 
pofing  to  it  k  manly,  fteady,  and  enthufiaftic  refiftance  v  not  to  be 
damped  by  cafual  misfortunes  or  temporary  diftrefs,  but  patiently  and 
chearfuUy  fubmitting  to  all  the  difficulties  and  rifks  infeparable  from  fo 
great  a  ftruggle,  whidi,  I  contend,  neccffitj'  obliged  us  to  undertake, 
and  honour  and  intcrcft  call  upon  us  to  continue,  at  every  hazard. 

I  have  endeavoured,  as  fhortly  as  I  was  able,  to  reprefent  in  true 
colours  the  enemy  we  have  to  contend  with  ;  the  prcfent  and  ulterior 
views,  with  which  tliat  enemy  ads  ;  to  dcfcribc  tlie  point  we  fat  out 
from  under  fome  of  its  circumftanccs  ;  to  allude  to  the  fucccfs  we  have 
had  ;  our  adual  fituation  ;  the  hopes  we  may  entertain  ;  and  above 
all,  the  neceflity  we  are  under  of  continuing  at  all  events  this  contcft. 
I  regret  extremely  my  abilities  have  fallen  fo  far  (hort  of  my  wiihes, 
but  I  moft  heartily  fecond  the  motion  for  this  humble  addrefs  to  His 
Majefty,  to  offer  our  moft  zealous  and  conftant  fupport  in  the  profe- 
cution  of  this  momentous  and  neceffary  war,  for  the  prefervation  of 
juftice,  policy  and  religion. 

Mr.  SULLIVAN  did  not  wifli  to  give  a  filent  vote  upon  this  occa- 
fion.  All  the  motives  which  had  induced  us  to  commence  this  war, 
obliged  us  to  continue  it.  Trivial  fuccefles  of  our  enemies  need  not 
difcoura^e  us  ;  for  it  fliould  be  remembered,  that  the  refources  wc 
had  to  contend  with  were  not  regular  ones,  they  were  agonizing  con- 
vuliions,  which  refemble  thofe  of  the  natural  body,  that  muft  bring 
on  diffolution.  If  the  force  of  the  allies  continued  to  be  well  directed, 
there  was  no  doubt  but  the  diffolution  of  French  anarchy  would  foon 
take  place. 

Earl  WYCOMBfi  faid,  he  was  not  of  the  number  of  thofe  who 
approved  of  the  motives  or  commencement  of  the  prefent  war.  He 
ftill  thought  that  we  might  have  avoided  the  war,  and  favcd  the  lives 
of  perfons,  whofe  fate  it  had  been  die  fafhion  in  this  country  to  lament, 
and  tliat  thefc  great  objects  might  have  been  obtained  without  any 
conceffion  inconfiftent  with  our  national  dignity. 

Whatever  might  have  been  the  general  opinion  on  the  commence- 
ment of  the  war,  there  could,  in  his  judgement,  be  but  one  on  the 
refult,  and  this  muft  be,  that  the  objedl  was  unattainable,  Wc 
fought  with  all  Europe  at  our  back.  Our  navy,  fingly  oppofed  to 
that  of  France,  v^s  fuperior,  and  yet  every  one  of  our  expeditions 
had  failed,  and  our  commerce  had  been,  ahnoft-  invariably  left  to  the 
protedlion  of  chance. 


•     A.  1794.  DEBATES.  11 

Of  die  attempt  on  Martintcoy  it  muft  be  fald  that  it  was  inadequate- 
ly pbnned  and  fhameflilly  executed  ;  and  in  fuch  a  degree  as  to  form 
in  his  mind  a  fit  fubjedt  for  parliamentary  inquiry-  The  ifland  of 
yanmca  had  been  fo  negleded,  that  if  the  French  fleet  had  looked 
into  thofe  bays  our  commerce  muft  have  been  deftroyed. 

The  next  point  to  which  I  wiflied  to  call  the  attention  of  the  Houfe 
was,  the  fituation  of  the  coaft  of  America.  When  it  Tn-as  confidercd 
how  large  a  trade  was  carried  on  diredlly  with  the  ports  of  the  United 
States  ;  when  it  was  confidcred,  that  fhips  homeward  bound  from  the 
Weft  Indies,  were  obliged  to  go  to  the  Northwards/  in  order  to  get 
into  the  variable  winds  ;  that  a  large  proportion  of  them  came  through 
the  Gulph  of  Florida  ;  that  they  fteer  a  courfe  nearly  parallel  to  the 
coaft  of  America,  and  not  unfrequently  take  foundings  on  the  banks 
of  Newfoundland,  it  muft  appear  matter  of  furprife  and  of  aftonifti- 
ment,  that  the  enemy  fhould  have  had  almoft  the  uninterrupted  range 
of  that  coaft,  from  the  mouth  of  the  river  St.  Lawrence  to  Savannah 
in  Georgia,  during  the  whole  courfe  of  the  fummer.  Much  injury 
had  a<^ally  been  fuftained  ;  and  were  it  not  for  the  infubordination 
of  the  crews,  a  circumftance  which  Minifters  could  neither  have  fore- 
feen  nor  relied  on,  the  fifticry  of  Newfoundland,  the  Quebec  convoy, 
and  Halifax  itfelf,  with  the  naval  ftores  there  depofited,  might  have 
been  expofed  to  the  depredations  even  of  tlie  flender  force  which  the 
French  poffcfied. 

Not  much  more  vigilance  or  circumfpedion  could  be  obferved  in 
tranfa6tions  nearer  home.      I  would  not  fpeak  of  the  operations  of  the 
Channel  fleets  ;  of  the  arrival  of  a  Weft- India  fleet,  whilft  Lord  Howe 
was  in  port  or  in  Torbay ;  nor  of  the  defencelefs  ftate  of  the  Channel ; 
as  thefe  were  points  which  muft  be  prefent  in  every  gentleman's  mind, 
and  would,   no  doubt,  meet*  with  their  due  weight.      I  wifticd,  how- 
ever, to  fay  a  few  words  refpefting  the  operations  carried  on  againft 
Dunkirk.      If  it  were  true  that  the  ficge  was  undertaken  contrary  to 
the  opinion  of  great  and  rcfpeftable  military  authorities,  iind  that  the 
operations  of  the  allies  were  weakened  in  other  quarters  upon  that  ac- 
count, it  behoved  Minifters  to  fhew  what  advantages  they  thought 
likely  to  accrue  to  this  country  from  the  accompliftiment  of  the  enter- 
prifc.     Had  it  fucceeded,  it  might  have  proved  a  fource  of  future  wars 
and  future  difagreement.     Did  any  man,  acquainted  with  the  nature 
of  the  place,  imagine  that  it  could  have  been  fecure  ?     The  projedl  • 
of  attacking  Dunkirk  by  fea,    if  any  fuch  exifted,  was  ill-judged. 
All  that  fhould  have  been  required  of  the  navy  was,  to  obfcrvc  the 
port  fo  ftriclly,  as  that  it  (hould  have  been  rendered  too  infccure  either  - 
for  trade  or  privateering.     That  fervice  would  have  been  better  per- 
fomicd  by  light  fhips,  cruizing  off  the  ports,  .than  by  heavy  ftiips, 
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inchorcd  ofF  Newport  and  ofF  Gravelines.  If  it  was  intended  to  at- 
:ack  the  gunboats  in  the  road,  they  Ihould  have  been  attacked  with 
tveapons  more  nearly  refembling  theirs.  Gunboats  were,  indeed, 
prepared,  but  they  were  not  ready  until  fome  time  after  the  fiege  was 
raifed.  They  were  inadequate  to  the  fervice  ;  tliey  were  inferior  to 
thofe  of  the  enemy  in  tonnage ;  they  had  not,  like  them,  the  means 
of  heating  their  (hot ;  their  guns  were  fewer  and  of  lefler  calibre  ; 
they  afforded  no  (helter  to  the  men. 

Of  the  Weft-India  expedition  (under  Sir  Charles  Grey  and  Sir  John 
Jervis)  Lord  Wycombe  faid,  that  he  (hould  have  entertained  every 
hope  from  the  abilities  of  the  Commanders  ;  but  their  force  had  been 
fo  maimed  and  curtailed  previous  to  their  final  departure,  that  he 
doubted  if  Minifters  themfelves  could  entertain  any  very  fanguine  hope 
from  their  exertiorts. 

The  condud  of  Minifters  to  neutral  powers  would  form,  he  truft- 
ed,  alfo  anotlier  objedl  of  ferious  inveftigation.  He  alluded  particu- 
larly to  the  order  of  Council,  for  intercepting  American  ftiips  laden 
with  the  produce  of  the  French  Colonies.  The  lateYpeech  of  the 
Prefident  ftiewed,  that  the  Americans  were  not  difpbfed  to  be  trifled 
with  ;  and  from  his  knowledge  he  could  aver,  that  there  was  no  cir- 
cumftance  which  the  Americans  would  be  inclined  more  ftrongly  to 
refent,  than  fuch  an  attack  on  the  freedom  of  their  commerce. 

He  could  wifti  that  gentlemen  at  the  prefent  moment  would  be 
more  fparing  in  their  farcafms  and  ridicule  on  the  French  nation.  The 
Revolution  in  that  country,  with  all  its  excefles,  had  operated  an  im- 
portant revolution  in  human  aftairs,  of  which  it  was  impoflfible  to 
forefee  the  refult.  If  Minifters  were  afraid  of  the  pn^rcfs  of  French 
principles,  they  ftiould  recollefl,  that  the  beft  means  of  obtaining  fecu- 
rity  at  home,  would  be  to  eftablifti  tranquillity  abroad.  His  wifti 
went  fo  ftrongly  to  this  defirable  objcd,  that  he  ftiould  vote  for  any 
amendment  to  the  Addrefs  which  tended  to  this  attainment. 

Colonel  TARLETON  rofe  and  faid.  After  the  longeft  recefs 
which  has  occurred  fince  the  commencement  of  this  Parliament,  we 
are  at  length  aftembled  to  teftify  our  approbation  of  die  meafures  which 
have  been  adopted  during  fo  important  and  critical  a  period.  If  Par- 
liaments are  made  only  for  the  Minifter,  or  if  a  general  vote  of  credit 
and  confidence  becomes  a  cuftomary  compli'ment  from  this  Houfe  as 
often  as  the  Minifter  ftiall  think  fit  to  defire  it.  Parliament  muft  at 
laft  grow  de^icable  in  the  eyes  of  the  people.  Then  a  proclamation 
might  be  eafily  fubftituted  in  its  ftcad,  and  happy  would  it  be  for  the 
nation  if  that  were  fufiicient ;  for  when  Parliament  ceafes  to  be  a 
check.upon  Minifters,  it  becomes  an  ufclefs  and  unneceftary  burden 
on  the  people* 
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Are  our  thanks  to  be  folemnly  returned  for  loflTes,  difgraces,  and  de« 
feats  r  Are  the  burdens  of  our  Conftituents  to  be  increafed  to  fupport 
quarrels  in  which  we  have' little  or  no  concern  ?  Is  Great  Britain  now 
in  fo  profperous  a  (ituadon  P  Is  ihe  now  teeming  with  treafure  which 
(he  cannot  otherwife  employ  ?  Are  her  millions* therefore  to  be  poured 
forth  with  a  rafh  and  defperate  hand  in  purchafing  beggarly  allies,  and 
maintaining  mercenary  armies  P  > 

A  fliort  review  of  the  (late  of  this  country,  and  her  relative  (itu- 
adon with  Europe,  previous  to  the  commencement  of  hoftilities,  will 
I  hope  be  allowed  me,  in  order  to  elucidate  the  arguments  I  mean  to 
o(Fer  on  this  occafion.  I  will  not  tire  you  with  ufelefs  repetition,  nor 
diigufi  you  with  ill-placed  comments  on  the  long  catalogue  of  errors  in- 
cumftl  by  His  Majcfty's  Minifters. 

I  believe  it  will  be  granted  to  me,  that  the  commerce  and  riches 
of  England,  did  never,  during  any  period,  increafc  fo  fa(t,  as  from 
the  conclu(ion  of  the  American  war  to  the  commencement  of  ho(Ulitie8 
with  France-     If  the  ingenuity  and  labour  of  our  countrymen,  or  the 
confu(ion  which  prevailed  in  other  countries,  or  any  other  caufes,  were 
produdive  of  this  happincfs,  its  farther  increafe  furely fhould  have  been 
nuTtured  and  encouraged  with  unbounded  attention  and  kindnefs,  till 
Great  Britain  could  in  fomc  meafure  reduce  the  public  debt,  which  the 
American  war  had  occafioned.     It  will,  Sir^  I  believe  be  admitted 
alfo,  that  we  are  a  commercial  people,  and  that  great  part  of  the  revenue 
muft  arife  from  manufactures,  outward-bound  trade,    and  d<»ne(tic 
circulation.     Commerce  likcwife,    I    believe,  will   be  allowed  to 
be  the  offsprii^g  of  peace ;  for  commerce  is  juft  as  much  compelled  to 
make  retrenchments  during  war,  as  a  mariner  is  to  reef  his  fails  when 
fqualls  threaten  and  the  horizon  is  darkened.     In  proportion  therefore, 
to  commercial  people,  as  peace  is  a  blefling,  war  muft  be  a  curfe.   We 
muft  not  fooli(hly  forget  likewife,  the  difference  of  our  burdens  at  the 
commencement  of  the  American  and  the  prefent  war.   We  commenced 
the  war  with  America  under  a  debt  of  1 35  millions  ;  we  ftart  now 
under  the  preflTure  of  260  millions. 

Having  given  a  (ketch  only  of  our  own  fttuation,  let  usdiredla 
momentary  attention  to  the  affairs  of  Europe.  The  (ituation  of  France 
preceding  all  hoftilities  rendered  a  civil  war  inevitable,  and  Europe 
might  have  looked  on  in  fafety  and  in  peace.  This  mighty  people, 
weakened  by  internal  divifions,  would  have  been  no  longer  formidable, 
and  the  procefs  of  their  experiments  on  Governments  would  have  been 
fruitful  of  leflTons  of  the  greateft  importance  ;  but  the  German  Princes 
met  at  PilnitiL,  and  agreed  to  invade  France  the  (irft  convenient  oppor- 
tunity.    This  treaty  was  difcovered,  a  civil  war  was  prevented,  the 
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monarchy  of  France  was  fubvertcd;  and  to  ufc  the  language  of  a  nervous 
and  el^nt  writer,  "  the  banner  of  Jacobinifm  waved  triumphant." 

At  this  period,  Sir,  Great  Britain  was  the  afylum  of  commerce 
and  of  peace.  She  was  the  ftore-houfc  of  the  world.  Her  manu- 
fa£hires  were  demanded  in  all  countries,  efpecially  in  the  French  mar- 
kets, of  all  others  the  moft  extenfive  and  produ6live.  Her  ingenuity 
and  induftry  juftly  entitled  her  to  pre-emption  in  every  quarter,  and 
enfured  to  her  the  riches  and  the  friendfhip  of  the  univerfe. 

Befides  thefe  flattering  appearances,  her  naval  power  and  her  infular 
fituation  pointed  her  out  as  the  arbitrefs  of  Europe. 

With  fuch  opportunities  of  viewing  her  late  misfortunes,  during 
and  immediately  fubfequent  to  the  American  war  ;  with  fuch  ample 
means  of  afcertaining  tht  intereft  of  this  extenfive  empire,  and  the  re- 
lative fituation  of  Europe  and  the  world — what  a  dreadful  infatua- 
tion was  that,  which  involved  the  fate  of  Engliftimen  in  the  impend- 
ing ruin  of  the  prefent  war,  which  embarked  our  commerce,  our  ma- 
nufa6hires,  our  revenue,  perhaps  our  Conftitution  itfelf,  the  fource  of 
all  our  bleflTmgs,  in  this  frantic  crufade  of  defpotifm  and  fuperftition, 
againft  anarchy  and  enthufiafm  ! 

In  whatever  manner  this  war  (hall  terminate,  we  can  reap  nothing 
but  misfortune  and  afflidion ;  and  in  the  iflTue  of  it  we  may  learn, 
that  no  human  Government,  however  fan6lioned  by  experience  and 
wifdom,  can  withftand  the  folly  of  thofe  who  fooliflily  and  profligately 
adrninifter  its  affairs  both  foreign  and  domeftic. 

I  muft  now  ftiortly  notice  that  hydra-headed  monfter,  the 
Alarm,  which  "  frightened  this  ifle  from  its  propriety."  I  need  not 
mention  the  fabricated  talcs  of  plots  and  confpiracics,  which  are  now 
completely  confuted,  becaufc  the  fmalleft  danger  never  really  exifted. 
It  is  ufelefs  to  defcant  on  the  conflagrations  which  the  aflTociators  fo 
tijmendoufly  announced,  becaufe  the  minuteft  fpark  of  difafFedion  to 
Government,  and  difloyalty  to  our  Sovereign  has  not  yet  been  difco- 
vered.  For  I  cannot  give  implicit  confidence  to  thofe  panic  allegations 
and  fuppofed  mifdemcanors,  which  in  a  more  (iifpaffionate  period 
would  hardly  have  been  deemed  fufficient  to  juftify  any  fentence,  af- 
fecting property  or  charader  in  the  moft  trifling  degree. 

Having  pointed  out  the  inexpediency  and  the  impolicy  of  the 
war,  and  glanced  at  the  means  which  were  adopted  to  plunge  this  na- 
tion into  fuch  a  calamity,  it  is  now  the  indifpcnfable  duty  of  this  Houfe 
(it  being  the  firft  opportunitj')  to  inveftigate  the  manner  in  which  it 
has  been  conduftcd. 

To  fhcw  beyond  contradidtion,  that  His  Majefty's  Minifters  have 
miftakcn  the  powers  and  rcfources  of  this  countr)',  and  the  fitu.ition  of 
France,    reauires  no  in^rcnuitv  or  eloauence.     A   olain  and  diftind 


A.  1794.  D  E  B  A  T  E  S.  15 

nanarivc  of  the  difFerent  naval  and  military  operations  which  have  been 
planned,  fruftrated,  and  abandoned,  will  contain  the  fevered  cenfuxe 
thar  can  be  paffed  on  imbecility  and  profligacy. 

When  the  Britifh  lion  was  rouxed,  the  world  predidted  he  would 
make  his  enemies  tremble.  The  powers  and  energy  of  a  great  em- 
pire, though  in  a  miftaken  caufe,  were  expefted  to  perform  wonders 
thrui:^hout  the  univerfe.  Where  are  the  traces  of  the  energy,  which 
became  the  dignity  of  a  mighty  nation  ?  Has  not  the  flrength  of 
Great  Britain  been  impaired,  frittered  away,  and  almod  rendered 
contemptible  by  a  total  mifapplication  of  its  powers  ?  After  twelve 
months  of  hoftility,  can  we  boaft  of  one  vigorous  effort  ?  No ! 
We  can  only  fpeak  of  paltry,  feeble,  and  ineffedlual  operations,  and 
of  dcx'otcd  detachments. 

If  a  powerful  body  of  troops,  fuch  as  forefight,  fkill,  and  method 
coi^t  have  muRered  in  England,  Scodand,  and  Ireland,  had  been 
dehatrked  in  the  fummer,  at  the  mouth  of  the  Seine,  and  from  thence 
parfued  its  march  (keeping  its  communications  always  upon  the  river) 
towards  Paris  ;  whilft  the  Pruffians,  Auftrians,  and  the  other  Con- 
tinental allies,  were  engaged/  in  operations  on  the  frontiers,  and  the 
Royalifts  were  making  exertions  at  Lyons,  in  the  country  of  La  Ven- 
dee, and  elfcwhcre  ;  a  fair  experiment  would  have  been  evinced,  which 
it  is  much  to  be  lamented  has  not  hithcito  been  made. 

From  an  undertaking  of  diis  magnitude,  much  good  might  have 
rrfulted.  We  Ihould  have  afcertained  the  real  fituation  of  the  Roy- 
alifts  I  We  (hould  have  had  an  opportunity  of  yielding  them  effen- 
tial  afiiftance ;  which  opportunity  has  now,  I  believe,  irretrievably 
eicapcd  us. 

Our  principal  fleet  might  have  rode  triumphant  in  the  Channel,  and 
would  have  fcrved  the  two-fold  purpofe  of  proteding  our  own  trade, 
and  injuring  that  of  our  enemies.  We  might  have  tempted  the  Breft 
fleet  to  a  difadvantageous  adion.  In  all  human  probability,  we 
fliould  have  deranged  all  die  enemy's  proje6ls,  both  in  the  cabinet 
and  the  field ;  and  we  certainly  (hould  have  proved  our  own  energy, 
by  bringing  the  war  to  a  fuccefsful  iflTue,  or  we  (hould  have  been  able 
to  draw  a  fair  inference,  that  the  combined  attempts  of  the  crowned 
heads  of  Europe  againft  France,  wen;  ra(h,  fudle,  and  ridiculous.  It 
would  have  been  fome  confoladon  if  misfortune  had  attended  our  arms, 
that  (he  had  afforded  a  timely  and  ufeful  leffon  ;  for  common  fenfe  and 
rcafbn  would  then  have  united  the  inhabitants  of  our  extenlive  empire 
in  demanding  peace,  as  neceffaiy  to  its  own  exiflence  and  falvation. 

When,  therefore,  will  the  Members  of  this  Houfe  exert  their  vi- 
gour ?  When  forced  by  fome  neceflity  ?  Juft  God !  What  more 
urgent  nccefllty  can  there  be  to  freemenj  than  the  difgrace  attendant 
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on  mifconduft  ?     Will  you  perpetually  walk  about  Ac  ftrects,   each 
inqiuring  of  the  other,  What  new  advices  ?     Or  will  you  always  be 
content  that  Parliament  fhould  be  prorogued,    whilft  nature  itfelf   is 
convulied  with  carnage  and  defolation,  and  read  in  the  public  papers, 
that  on  Wednefday  the  Cabinet  Minifters  dined  with  Mr.  .Dundas, 
and  on  Thurfday  they  dined  with  Mr.  Pitt  ?     Will  you  patiently  fub- 
mit  to  have  your  manufadlures  and  commerce  internipted,  and  fufler 
indecifion  and  confufion  to  prevail  tiiroughout  all  your  preparations  ? 
Will  you  allow  Minifters  to  prefide,  who  have  neither  plan  nor  fore- 
fight  in  any  of  their  projecSs  ?      Men  who  arc  the  flaves  of  circumftan- 
ces,  and  who  let  opportunities  perpetually  efcape  them  !     Witnefs  the 
firft  expedition  to  the  Weft  Indies  !     Witnefs  the  delays  and  confe- 
quent  defeats  which  attended  the  Britifli  arms  in  the  neighbourhood  of 
Dunkirk !     Witnefs  the  expedition  under  Sir  Charles  Grej%  which 
was  ftarved  and  crippled,  becaufe  its  diftance  precluded  the  arrival  of 
good  news  before  the  meeting  of  Parliament!     Witnefs  the  late  em- 
barkation which  hovered  over  the  coaft  of  France,  and  which  will  be 
recorded  in  the  blood  of  the  peaceable  inhabitants  of  Brittany  and 
Normandy,  where  the  guilhi*ne  A\'as  provoked  into  bloody  operations 
on  well-afFedled,  and   helplcfs  individuals !     Witnefs-  the   miferable 
and  difgraceful  evacuation  of  Toulon !  where  an  honourable  Baronet, 
a  Member  of  riiis  Houfe,  a  confiderable  alarmift  ;    indeed   I  may 
name^him  one  of  the  prominent  features  of  our  domeftic  Medula ! 
although  he  could  fcatter  alarm  and  terror  through  a  Britifh  Parliament, 
could  neither,  as  CommiOioner  at  Toulon,  communicate  confidence 
to  our  allies,  nor  transfer  a  panic  to  our  enemies  ! 

When  the  mind  has  been  engaged  in  the  contemplation  of  the 
icenes  now  afting  on  the  face  of  die  globe,  where  the  eartli  is  deluged  y 
with  blood,  and  the  empire  of  deftrudlion  eftabliftied  from  one  end  of 
Aie  world  to  the  other,  and  which  may  reduce  humanity  from  its  branch- 
ing honours,  almoft  to  a  fhattered  and  withered  trunk  ;  it  requires 
fi»ne  moments  to  coUedl  and  comprefs  the  imagination,  whilft  we  ex- 
amine what  would  at  any  other  time  be  deemed  highly  important,  I 
mean  our  domeftic  events  during  this  awful  and  critical  period. 

Previous  to  the  laft  rifing  of  Parliament,  I  underftood  that  a  right 
honourable  Secretary  declared  in  this  Houfe,  for  I  do  not  pretend  to 
fay  I'  was  prefent,  "  That  the  faige  number  of  bankruptcies  was  a 
proof  of  the  opulence  of  the  nation.*'  If  he  was  founded  in  this  ob- 
fcrvation  at  that  time,  his  calculation  muft  have  thrived  in  a  com- 
pound ratio  during  the  recefs  of  Parliament.  But  where  is  the  proof 
of  profperity  to  be  found  ?  Is  it  to  be  cftimated  amongft  the  manu- 
fe^urers  of  Birmingham,  of  Manchefter,  of  Norwich,  and  Spital- 
fields  ?  where,  I  am  truly  foiry  to  fay,  the  baleful  breath  of  war  has 
blighted  every  domeftic  comfort !  % 
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After  this  couptry  had  experienced  many  evils,  both  at  home 
and  abroad,  during  the  fummer;  a  whimfical  declaration  was  given  to 
the  nanon  and  to  Kuropc,  full  of  plaufible  ftatemcnts  and  palpable 
cuntiadidions.  This  balloon  Manifefto,  for  I  cart  give  it  no  other 
title,  as  it  does  not  bear  His  Majefty's  name,  or  either  of  the  Secre- 
taries of  State,  or  by  order  of  the  King  in  Council,  was  launched 
into  the  world  on  the  ngth  of  Oftobcr. 

I  need  not  confume  your  time  in  commenting  on  this  curious  pro- 
duction; one  obfcrvation,  I  think,  will  be  fufflcient:  for  no  man,  I 
believe,  will  contradidt  nic  when  I  fay,  that  if  that  dcclaraticJti  had 
enjoined  His  Majefty's  fubje6ts  to  do,  or  to  abftain  from  doing,  any 
one  zA  which  His  Majefty  by  his  prerogative  is  competent  to  autho- 
rize or  forbid,  under  the  prefent  circumftanccs,  any  penalty  w  ould  at- 
tach upon  thofe  who  fhould  difobey  injuncflions  conveyed  to  diem  in  ^ 
manner  fo  loofe,    vague,  and  unauthenticatcd* 

On  the  condu<5\  of  our  Cabinet  towards  fome  of  the  Italian  and 
fomc  of  the  Northern  powers,  and  with  refpedl  to  the  order  (iffued  and 
recalled  in  the  Gazette)  againft  American  vcflfels,  a  proper  and  fads* 
factory  inveftigation  I  hope  will  take  place. 

After  the  various  efforts  employed  during  a  campaign  the  mod 
bloody,  the  moft  cxpcnfive,  and  the  moft  dcl>ru6tive  which  the  an- 
nals of  mankind  can  tranfmit  to  pofterity,  what  an  awful  leffon  the 
prefent  iituation  of  the  Combined  Powers  now  offers  to  this  country 
and  to  the  world  1 

It  may  reafonably  be  concluded,  that  if  Great  Britain  had  not  fur- 
rcndcred  hcrfelf-to  the  artifices  of  Miniftcrs,  who  employed  the  phan- 
tom of  alarm  to  unhinge  the  gcxxi  fcnfe  of  this  country,  a  Very  different 
pifture  would  now  have  been  exhibited. 

The  Auftrians  and  Pruffians,  and  their  German  allies,  would 
early  in  the  fpring  have  difcovered  their  own  inability  to  conqucf 
France.  Their  armies,  in  all  probability,  would  have  been  defeat- 
ed ;  their  pecuniary  refources  would  certainly  have  been  exhaufted  { 
and,  as  fai-  as  circumftanccs  and  events  can  juftify  forefight  and  opi- 
nion, the  fword  of  defolation  would  now  have  been  (heathed,  which 
threatens  the  deftru6lion  of  the  human  race. 

Of  what  importance  is  it,  .whedicr  at  Maubeuge  or  upon  th<f 
Rhine  the  Auftrians  behaved  well  or  ill  ?  However  this  queftion  may 
be  decided,  it  is  not  lefs  true,  that  at  Salamis,  at  Plataea,  and  at; 
Thcrmopylx,  fome  few  thoufand  Greeks  made  refiftancc  againft  mil- 
li<ms  of  Perfians  ;  and  that  then  was  perhaps  difplayed,  for  the  firft 
time,  that  great  and  illuftrious  truth,  that  the  love  of  our  country  is 
apablc  of  giving  binh  to  anions  which  fecm  to  be  above  the  powers 
of  hunviii  nature.  » 
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To  what  a  mdandioly  (ituation  is  this  ifland  reduced !     A  oommer* 
cial  coundy  n^le^ling  her  trade,  and  paying  half  the  Princes  of  Eu* 
lOpe  to  cany  on  wais  in  which  (he  has  only  a  fecondary  concern!     If 
diefe  fhiitlefs  fubfidies  were  faved ;  if  the  national  revenue  had  been 
allied  with  oeconomy  to  national  purpofes  \  if  it  had  been  employed 
in  liquidadng  gradually  the  public  incumbrances,    in  augmenting  the 
navy,  improving  manufa£tures,  and  extending  trade  and  navigation*  ^ 
Gomq[)tion  and  alarm  would  have  been  equally  unneceflfary,  and  no 
fymplom  of  dtfafFe£lidn  would  ever  make  its  appearance.     The  people 
would  have  been  eafed  of  their  burdens,  and  ceafed  to  complain* 
Commerce  would  have  flourifhed  and  produced  fuch  affluence  as  muft 
have  raifed  Great  Britain  to  tlie  higheft  pinnacle  of  maritime  power, 
above  all  rivaKhip  and  competition.     She  would  have  been  dreaded 
by  her  enemies,  revered  by  her  neighbours ;  opprcfled  nations  would 
have  crept  under  her  wings  for  prote£tion  ;  contending  powers  would 
have  appealed  to  her  dccifion,  and  (he  would  have  (hone  the  univerfai 
axfoitrefs  of  Europe. 

In  order,  therefore,  to  avert  the  inevitable  deibruAion  of  this  em- 
pire, which  would  be  the  certain  confequence  of  the  profecution  of  the 
late  meafures,  I  (hall  vote  for  any  amendment  moved  by  my  ri^t  ho- 
nourable friend  ;  believing  and  (irmly  trufiing,  that  in  diefe  times  of 
difficulty  and  danger,  truth  will  rife  fuperior  to  alarm,  and  that  real 
patriotifm  will  banifh  dcluHon  and  artifice  from  this  Houfe  and  from 
the  country. 

Sir  JAMES  MURRAY  rofe  to  fet  right  the  noble  Earl  (Wycombe) 
widi  ^rcfpeft  to  the  relief  of  Nieuport.  The  Duke  of  York  had  fcnt 
orders,  and  had  taken  fteps  which  compelled  the  French  to  retreat 
from  all  the  pofts  which  they  had  a(railed. 

Earl  WYCOMBE  demanded  whether  Sir  Charles  Grey  had  not 
fent  an  officer  on  (hore  to  announce  to  the  commandant,  that  the  next 
morning  a  reinforcement  would  arrive  ;  and  whether  the  commandant 
did  not  declare  that  he  was  unprovided  with  ammunition,  but  on  this 
promife  he  agreed  to  (land  out,  and  the  place  was  faved  ? 

Sir  JAMES  MURRAY  faid,  he  could  not  tell  any  thing  of  Aat, 
he  only  knew  that  hopes  were  given  to  the  Duke  of  its  being  able  t0 
hold  out  for  a  time. 

Sir  WILLIAM  MILNER  faid,  that  he  owned  he  was  for  peace,  if 
it  could  be  ob,tained  on  fafe  and  honourable  terms  ;  he  faw  no  common 
objeft.  We  feemed  to  be  for  a  limited  moairchy  in  France  \  our  al- 
lies were  for  defpotifm  ;  where  in  all  this  was  there  any  beneficial  objcdt 
for  England  ?  He  faid,  therefore,  that  he  would  vote  for  an  amend* 
ment,  if  that  amendment  went  to  fuch  declaration,  not  to  recall  the 
troops,  for  that  he  would  oppofc  ;  but  that  having  begun  the  war  mere 
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Ij  to  defend  mnletves  and  our  allies,  he  would  at  all  times  be  ready  to 
oondude  a  peace  on  terms  confiftent  with  our  own  and  their  £ifety. 

Mr.  HAWKINS  BROWN  fupported  the  addrcTs  at  fome  length, 
and  amoi^  other  things,  denied  that  the  object  of  the  war  was  die  re- 
flantkm  of  the  monarchy  of  France  under  any  fcnrm ;  its  fole  objeA 
was  to  fecure  the  civil  order  of  fcxnety  in  Europe  ;  and  when  that  was 
obtained,  die  form  of  Government,  which  France  might  afTume  would 
be  indiflcrent ;  but  i^ile  they  adopted  a  form  of  Government  that  en- 
dangered that  focial  order,  whether  it  was  monarchical  or  democradcal, 
fuch  Government  was  aggreffive,  and  provoked  oppoiition  from  ai 
principle  of  felf-defence. 

Mr.  COURTENAY  took  notice  of  the  affertion  of  the  noble  Lord 
who  moved  the  addrefs,  that  the  prefent  rulers  of  France  had  performed 
Mr  ad  of  juftice  in  the  execution  of  Mr.  BrilTot  and  his  accomplices. 
He  was  fcurprifed  to  hear  fuch  language  from  the  noble  Lord.  Did  the 
principle  of  aflaflination  become  meritorious,  by  a  happy  coincidence 
wiri)  the  wiihes  of  fome  gentlemen,  who  triumphed  at  the  execution  of 
twenty-one  of  die  reprefentatives  of  the  people  of  France  ;  men  of  die 
fixft  talents,  charader,  and  eloquence.  [A  laugh  proceeded  from  the 
DiimActial  fide  of  the  Houfe].  He  underftood  this  fign  of  difapproba* 
tion — ^  panegjrric  on  Veigincaux  and  Briflfot ;  a  panegyric  on  virtue^ 
on  talents,  and  humanity,  conveyed  the  mod  fevere  farca&n  on  Ma- 
rat, Roberfpierre,  and  Danton.  Was  there  any  thing  congenial  in 
the  charader  and  conduA  of  thefe  ftatefmen,  ttuit  pleafed  the  friends 
of  adminiftration  fo  much,  that  they  could  not  bear  even  the  moft  in« 
direft  cenfure  on  them,  or  their  Government  ? 

Mr.  Courtenay  contended,  that  we  had  been  the  aggrcffors,  and 
had  forced  France  into  this  war,  by  repeated  infults  on  her  AmbafTa- 
dor  ;  fay  refoling  to  treat  with  her,  though  M.  Chauvelin  had  oiFered 
in  the  moft  explicit  terms  to  wave  all  diplomatic  forms.  We  had  feiz« 
cd  on  foreign  (hips,  laden  with  com,  and  bound  to  her  ports,  con« 
tmf  ID  the  law  oJF  nations ;  contrary  to  an  exprefs  zA  of  Parliament, 
which  was  dius  violated  by  the  arbitrary  mandates  of  an  adminiftra- 
tion, which  had,  by  every  infidious  and  mean  art,  provoked  France  to 
declare  war,  and  dien  falfely  accufed  her  of  being  the  aggreftbr.  But 
this  was  done,  it  feems,  by  the  fuggefiion  and  fpirited  exertions  of  the 
Secretary  of  State,  (Mn  Dundas)  who  had  recommended  a  (imilar 
mode  of  canying  on  the  war  againft  America,  by  Jlarvation,  We  all 
know  how  the  wifdom  and  humamty  of  that  meafiuc  had  fucceeded* 
Mr.  Courtenay  (aid,  he  appealed  to  the  Houfe,  he  appealed  to  the 
fpirit  of  an  Ei^ifti  Houfe  of  Commons,  if  our  Ambaflador  had  been 
treated  as  M.  Chauvelin  was,  %hat  Engliftiman,  who  felt  for  the  ho- 
and  dignity  of  his  countiy,  what  Member  of  the  Houfe,  would 
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hefitate a fingle momenf  in  giving  l.is  voi.c  for  refenting fucb  an  infult, 
for  affcrting  the  national  right,  tnci  ir^.^nMining  the  dignity  and  inde- 
pendence of  Britain?  Thi  n^)h\c  Lo^^ci  had  fidd,  that  the  Jacobins 
had  made  exertions  in  Irclnnvl.  howv:  outrages  had  often  been  conjh 
Jnitted  in  that  countr)',  and  were  partly  occaiioncd  by  oppreflion  ;  out- 
rages were  Itill  committed  there,  bt'cnwfc,  perhaps,  every  fpecies  of  op- 
preffion  was  not  yet  removed.  But  the  noble  Lord  (hould  riot  alfo  for- 
get the  great  exertions  which  were  always  made  for  penfions  in  that 
country,  either  fof  a  Lord,  or  a  Commoner,  in  the  firft  indance  ;  or 
from  a  duteous  attention  to  provide  for  a  mother,  a  brother,  or  a  fifter  ; 
no  doubt,  thefc  exertions  were  made  from  the  purcfl:  motives ;  as  it 
may  reafonably  be  fuppofed,  that  fuch  patriots  love  their  country,  in  a 
dircQ  ratio  to  the  emolumens  they  derive  from  it. 

It  fcemed  to  be  the  opinion  of  the  noble  Lord,  tliat  we  fhould  not 
make  peace  with  France  till  wc  had  firft  conquered  her,  and  reduced 
her  to  unconditional  fubmifllon  ;  and  then  we  might  gracioufly  hold 
out  the  olive  branch  for  her  acceptance.  This,  indeed,  was  in  the 
true  fpirit  of  Irifh  chivalry,  \\'herc  it  was  formerly  reckoned  an  a6t  of 
gallantry  for  the  lover  to  commit  a  rape  on  his  miftrefs,  from  the  pureft 
motives  of  affedlion,  that  he  might  endear  himfclf  to  her  efteem,  and 
fecure  his  connubial  happincfs,  by  previoufly  exhibiting  fuch  an  heroic 
inftance  of  intrepidit)^  and  fpiiit. 

Mr.  Courtenay  faid,  the  honourable  Baronet  who  had  fo  ably  fc- 
condcd  the  noble  Lord's  motion  for  the  addrefs,  had,  with  a  d<^ee  of 
confidence,  afked,  what  would  become  of  this  country,  if  the  French 
got  poffeflion  of  the  Auftrian  Netherlands  ?  Even  fuppofe  it  poflible, 
fhould  we  inftantly  give  up  all  hopes  of  being  able  to  defend  our  coun- 
try agairyft  thefe  daring  Republicans, '  who  feem  to  have  ftruck  fuch 
terror  into  our  alarmifts  ?  The  honourable  Baronet  might  have  known 
better.  He  might  have  known  that  we  have  a  million  and  a  half  of 
men,  able  to  bear  arms,  (if,  indeed,  arms  could  be  fupplied)  and 
who  but  the  alarmifts  ever  doubted  the  fpirit  of  Britons,  and  their  at- 
tachment to  the  Confiitution  ?  It  is  a  libel  on  tlie  people  of  England ; 
it  is  a  degradation  of  the  national  charafter,  to  fuppofe  the  very  exift- 
,  cnce  of  the  Briiifli  Empire  depends  on  the  prefcrvarion  of  fuch  a  har- 
rier, as  die  Auftrian  Netherlands.  Has  the  honourable  Baronet  forgot 
the  fupjriorit)'  of  our  fleet  ?  Has  he  forgot  the  naval  power  of  Britain? 
Has  he  forgot  the  courage  and  i  ntrepiditj'  of  our  foldicrs  and  failors  ? 
Impoffiblc.  Bet  perhaps  he  alfo  rccoUefts  who  is  firft  Lord  of  the 
Admiralty;  he  reco)  lefts  who  is  firft  Mi  nifter.  'This,  indeed,  may 
well  make  an  alarmift  ^rcmble  5  and  who  can  queftion  fuch  juft  and  ra- 
tional grounds  for  dcfpondency  and  dcfpair  ?  Was  it  by  infufing  fuch  a 
whining  fpirit  of  dcjeftion  into  the  people,   that  wc  meant  to  fubdue 
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the  French,  who  were  animated  by  the  moft  enthufiaftic  ardour  ?  an 
ardour  that  rivalled  the  glorious  days  of  the  moA  celebrated  republics 
of  Girccc  and  Rome  ?  Let  us  attend  to  the  relation  of  that  diAin- 
guifhed  and  gallant  officer,  Sir  Sydney  Smidi :  **  We  heard  their 
(bouts,  we  heard  their  republican  fongs,  till  the  very  moment  of 
the  explofion,  that  threatened  us  all  widi  indant  dcftruftion/^  Five 
millions  of  fuch  foldiers  arc  now  in  arms ;  and  do  you  ftill  dream  of 
conquering  France  ?  The  beft  and  moft  formidable  armies  of  Europe 
have  been  already  defeated  by  fuch  men.  The  moft  celebrated  Gene- 
rals had  been  baffled  by  foldiers,  who  had  nodiing  but  their  talents, 
and  their  republican  fpirit  to  recommend  them.  The  great  Duke  of 
Branfwick  had  been  obliged  to  fly  before  Hoche,  who  was  lately 
raifed  from  the  ranks.  AmiJft  all  this  political  gloom,  Mr.  Courtc- 
nny  begged  leave  to  congratulate  the  Houfe  and  country  on  the  glorious 
triumphs  of  the  Britifti  arms,  as  announced  in  His  Majefty's  fpeech. 
It  feems  thefe  barbarians,  thefe  republicans,  had  been  difcomfited  in 
all  their  ambitious  and  unjuftifi^sble  projects.  Did  the  alarmifts  doubt 
the  authority  of  what  His  Majcfty  had  delivered  from  the  throne,  to 
confole  his  faithful  and  loyal  people,  who  had  never  heard  a  fyllablc 
of  thefe  fignal  fuccefles,  till  the  very  moment  of  opening  the  feffion? 
The  Minifters,  it  fccms,  had  induftrioufly  concealed  them,  to  give  a 
fort  of  brilliant  eclat  to  the  King's  fpccch  ;  and  every  gazette  in  Europe 
(as  well  as  our  own)  had  moft  inviohbly  kept  the  fccret. 

Mr.  Courtenay  faid,  that  he  knew  the  Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer 
had  been  a6hiated  by  the  prcfumptuous  ambition  of  rivalling  the  late 
Eari  of  Chatham,  as  war  Minlfter.  He  afked  him,  if  he  was  not 
convinced  of  the  folly  of  fuch  an  attempt?  In  the  art  of  condudUng 
a  war,  that  great  Statefman  fhone  unrivalled.  With  a  litde  variation 
from  the  ori^nal  meaning,  the. following  lines  were  charafteriftically 
applicable ; 

Fane  Ligur^  frujiraque  animis  elate  fuperbisy 
Nequicquam  patrias  tentajii  lubricus  artes. 

But  perhaps,  it  may  be  alledged  that  the  firft  Lord  of  the  Admi- 
ralty (Lord  Chatham)  irtherits  both  the  name,  title  and  charader  of 
his  father ;  ftill  lefs  fo,  if  poflible,  tlian  the  right  honourable  gentleman  \ 
his  abfolute  incapacity,  ^s  a  war  Minlfter,  has  never  yet  been  qucf- 
tioned  ; 

"  Anodicr  writes,  becaufe  his  father  writ, 
•*  And  proves  himfelf  a  baftard  by  his  wit.'* 

But,  continued  Mr,  Courtenay,  let  the  Minifters  fairly  and  boldly 
avow  the  true  motives  of  their   condudt.     They  thought  they  had  a 
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iadr  opp6rtiiraty  of  dividing  the  fpoils  of  France,  with  the  combineA 
fCf^erSf  who  hsid  leagued  together  under  the  fpecious,  and  fidlacious, 
pretext,  of  reftoring  peace,  order,  and  good  government*     And  the 
late  atrocities  committed  in  France,  were  now  alledged,  as  a  juftiB* 
Cation  of  the  conduct  of  the  Allies  ;  but  let  us  appeal  to  fa£ts. 

Did  not  the  Duke  of  Brunfwick  publifh  his  proclamation  in  July 
1792,    declaring  every  Frenchman  a  traitor,  who  (hould  dare  to  ap' 
pear  in  arms,  to  fupport  that  Conftitution  folemnly  fan<ftioned  both  by 
Ae  King  and  the  whole  nation  ?     And  yet  now,  the  alarmifts  and  ad- 
miniftration  perpetually  recur  tofubfequent  atrocities,  as  a  juftificatior» 
of  their  conduct.     Let  the  treaty  of  Pilnitz,  let  the  treaty  of  Favia, 
anfwer  this  bold  and  fhamelefs  aflfcrtion.     The  evidence  of  fads  is 
incontrovertible.     Were  not  Conde  and  Valenciennes  taken  polTeffion 
of,  and  held  by  the  Emperor  in  his  own  name  }     Did  not  this  a^):, 
contrary  to  all  his  folcmn  profeflions  and  declarations,  excite  the  in- 
dignation of    every  generous  emigrant  ?     Even  the   Abbe  Maury 
declared  at  Rome,  in  a  large  company  of  his  countrymen,  ''  Still  we 
have  one  remedy,  let  us  not  allow  France  to  be  divided  ;  we  have 
feen  the  partition  of  Poland  !    We  muft  all  turn  Jacobins  to  prefcrvc 
our  country  !** 

The  trade,  commerce,  and  manufa^res  of  England  are  ruined  by 
diis  war.  Norwich  fumifhcs  a  ilriking  proof ;  and  your  (ilk  wca« 
vers  are  now  Aarving  in  the  metropolis.  Though  a  committee,  (pro- 
bably under  the  influence  of  our  virtuous  Adminiftration)  aflerted,  a 
few  days  before  the  clofe  of  the  laft  feiTion,  that  this  manufadtory  was 
in  a  flouriihing  fituation,  at  the  very  time  they  had  prepared  an  adver- 
tifement  to  folicit  the  charity  of  the  public.  Perhaps  our  Minifters 
flatter  themfelvcs,  that  by  reducing  our  manufacturers  to  indigence 
and  diflrcfs,  they  will  then  be  a  match  for  the  French  ;  as  our  pro- 
found flatefmen,  (b  diftinguiflied  for  their  veracity  and  ingenuity, 
conftantly  aflert,  that  the  defperate  valour  of  thofe  Republicans,  and 
their  prodigality  of  life,  are  derived  from  the  poverty  and-wretchednefs 
in  which  they  are  reduced. 

But  there  is  Aill  a  heavier  charge  al>K*ays  blended  in  every  debate, 
and  urged  with  acrimonious  rancour  againft  the  French,  anarchy  and 
irreligion  ;  that  is,  they  have  deih-oyed  defpotifm  and  fuperftition ; 
and  perhaps  Miniders  will  foon  refufe  to  treat  with  them,  till  die  Ca- 
tholic faith  and  tyranny  are  again  redored,  as  the  only  folid  fecu- 
rity  on  which  we  can  rely,  for  the  general  (afety,  morality,  and  tran- 
quillity of  Europe. 

Mr.  Courtenay  concluded,  by  aflerting,  that  the  right  honourable 
gentleman,  (Mr.  Pitt)  was  the  caufe  of  all  the  atrocities  committed  in 
FraiKe.  He  Iiad  excited  all  the  powers  of  Europe  to  attack  tfiem  ;  to  hit 
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iiifidiaiis  policy,  nvere  jufily  to  be  afcribcd,  all  die  homm  and  devefia- 
dons  of  a  war  which  had  deluged  the  whole  Continent  widi  blood. 
Who  fu^ypoited  the  cruelty^  barbarity^  and  inhumanity  of  Marat,  Ro- 
bo^tcrre,   and  Danton  ?     That  right  honourable  gentleman.     Give 
to  FrsMicc,  then,  and  you  deftroy  their  power  ;  they  would  (bon 
as  truly  contemptible  and  iniignificant  as  His  Majcfty's  Mini-^ 
ficTS ;  arts,  commerce,  agriculture,  and  manu&£tures  would  revive ; 
aad  tfaofe  nmncfous  bands  of  citizen-foldiers,  who  had  fo.gloriou% 
defended    tfieir   country,   would  fpeedily  retire   to  their  homes,  to 
enjoy  their  triumph,  and  tafte  the  fweets  of  competence,  freedom, 
independence,  and  tranquillity,  fecured  on  the  firm  bafis  of  die  rights 
of  man,  and  a  free  Conflitution.     What  motive  induces  die  people 
of  France  to  fubmit  to  a  rigorous  and  tyrannical  Government  ?   Their 
love  of  libcity  !  They  fee  that  Government,   (bad  as  it  is  in  many  re- 
fpoBtB)  calling  out  the  whole  eneigy,  the  whole  military  force,  of  a 
peat  and  indignant  pec^le.     1 1'$  the  vigour  of  the  bow,  not  the  venom 
of  the  fliaft,  they  admire  and  applaud.  But  who  can  bear  with  patience, 
to  hear  tfaofe  canting,  hypocritical  pretences  to  religion  and  morality, 
in  the  rooudi  of  die  right  honourable  gendeman,  and  his  friends  ;  in 
ibe  mouth  of  men,  wbo  can  fee,  without  being  much  difturbed,  and 
abrmed,   dieir  virtuous  allies  plundering  and  difmembering  Poland  ; 
ddfanying  her  free  Conltitution,  and  again  reducing  her  emancipated 
peafimts  to  feudal  degradation  and  fervility  ;  and  then  impioufly  in- 
fiihiiig  die  Deity,  by  a  Te  Deum,  and  applauding  themfelves  for  dif- 
fbfing  happinefs  among  mankind.     The  only  King,   the  only  generoua 
and  beneficent  Monarch,  who  has  appeared  for  ages  on  the  Conti- 
nent,   has  been  hurl'd  from  his   throne,  becaufe  he  was  a  friend  to 
Btiatf  and  man  !     If  he  had  been  a  pious  Defpot,  he  would  per- 
haps have  been  proteded  by  our  virtuous  Cabinet,  who  fo  liberally 
fobfidife  the  combined  powers  to  fpread  the  gloom  of  tjpranny  over 
die  Condnent,  and  extinguilh  the  rifing  flame  of  freedom,  to  6^t 
ifaeir  own  batdes  ;   while  we  perform  our  part  in  diis  tragedy,  by  ex- 
hibidng  repeated  and  fuperfluous  proofs  of  imbecility,  malice,    and 
Wly-     Give  peace  to  France,  and  you  reftore  tranquillity  to  Europe, 
and  f^dty  to  mankind  ;  give  peace  to  France,  and  you  eftablifh  the 
triumph  of  liberty  over  defpotifm  ;   but,  alas  !  the  convi£lion  of  fuch 
tradis  will  fumifh  an  additional  incentive,  and  infpire  our  Miniftcrs 
widi  new  ardour,  for  continuing  the  war. 

Lord  CLIFDEN  rofe  to  explain.  He  meant  not,  he  faid,  to  ap- 
prove of  die  manner  of  Briffot's  death,  or  to  maintain  he  defervcd 
deadi  for  charges  made  againft  him. 

The  Earl  of  MORNINGTON  faid.  If  the  prefent  conjunaurc 
rf  our  aflfairs  afforded  us  a  free  option  between  war  and  peace,  if  the 
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neceflity  which  originally  compelled  us  to  engage  in  the  prefcnt  contcft 
had  ceafed,  and  the  queftion  for  our  deliberation  on  this  day  were 
merely,  whether  wc  (hould  return  to  the  fccure  and  unintemipted  en- 
joyment of  a  flouri filing  commerce,  of  an  overflowing  revenue,  of 
tranquil  liberty  at  home,  and  of  refpcft  and  honour  abroad,  or 
whether,  on  the  other  hand,  wc  fiiould  wantonly  commit,  to  the  doubt- 
ful chance  of  arms,  all  thofc  accumulated  bleffings  ;  no  man  could 
hefitatc  one  moment  in  deciding  on  fuch,  an  alternative.  To  us  more 
efpccially  no  other  guide  would  be  ncceffar)-  than  our  own  recent  ex- 
perience. Within  our  own  memory',  the  country  has  pafTed  with  fuch 
rapid  fteps  from  the  loweft  ftate  of  adverfity  to  the  utmoft  degree  of 
opulence,  fplendor,  and  power,  that  all  our  minds  muft  be  funiiflied 
with  whatever  ufcful  Icffons  are  to  be  drawn  from  either  fortune.  Wc 
all  know,  and  have  felt,  what  may  be  loft  by  the  calamities  of  war, 
and  what  may  be  gained  by  a  wife  improvement  of  the  advantages 
of  peace.  But  whethc-r  I  revert  to  the  grounds  and  origin  of  tliis 
war,  whether  I  look  forward  to  the  probable  iffue  of  the  conteft,  or 
fix  my  attention  on  the  inevitable  cffcd^s  of  any  attempt  to  abandon  it 
in  the  prefent  crifis  ;  my  judgement  is  driven  to  the  painful,  but  irre- 
fiftible  conclufion,  that  no  fuch  alternative  is  now  before  us.  Our 
choice  muft  now  be  made  between  the  vigorous  profecution  of  our  pre* 
fent  exertions, .  and  an  ambiguous  ftate,  neither  of  open  hoftility,  nor 
of*  real  repofe^;  ^  ^^^  ^^  which  we  Ihould  fuffer  moft  of  the  incon- 
veniences of  war,  in  which  we  fiiould  enjoy  none  of  the  folid  advan- 
tages of  peace  \  in  which,  even  if  we  could  purchafe  at  the  expence  of 
o^ar  honour,  and  of  our  faith,  a  fiiort  refpite  from  the  diredl  attacks  of 
the  enemy,  we  could  never  for  a  moment  feel  the  genuine  fenfc  of 
permanent  fccurity ;  unlKs  we  could  contemplate,  without  emotion, 
the  rapid  prpgrefs  of  the  arms  and  principles  of  France  in  the  territo- 
ries of  our  allies ;  unlcfs  we  could  behold,  \iithout  anxiety,  the  ra- 
pid approaches  of  the  fame  danger  threatening  the  Britifii  domini-, 
ons  ;  unlefs  we  could  (it  at  eafe  with  the  axe  fufpended  over  our 
heads  ;  and  wait,  with  tranquillity  of  mind,  the  nwment,  when  thefe 
formiciable  enemies,  after  the  cxtinftion  of  every  element  of  order  and 
regular  Government  in  their  own  country,  after  the  fubjugation  of 
every  foreign  power,  whofe  alliance  might  aflift  us  in  our  laft 
ftruggles,  ftrengthened  by  additional  refowrccs,  animated  by  the  prof- 
pedl  of  new  plunder,  and  flufiicd  with  the  triumphant  fuccefs  of  their 
profpcrous  crimes,  fiiould  turn  tlicir  whole  force  againft  tlie  Britifii 
Monarchy,  and  complete  their  victory  over  the  intcrcfis  of  civil  fo- 
cicty  by  the  final  dcftruc\ion  of  that  fair  fabric  of  Government,  un- 
der wliicli  thefe  liappy  kingdoms  have  fo  long  enjoyed  the  infcparablc 
advantages  of  fubftantial  liberty,  fettled  order,  and  eftabliflied  law. 
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No  part  of  the  fpeech  from  the  Throne  more  fully  meets  my  fenti- 
incnts  on  this  important  queftion  than  that  in  which  His  Majefty  re- 
commends it  to  us  to  bear  in  mind  tlie  true  grounds  and  origin  of  the 
pnrfrnr  war.     We  cannot  have  forgotten,  that  before  the  French  had 
6ix^2Sft6,  war  againft  us,  we  had  fecn  in  their  conduft  views  of  ag- 
grandizement, projefl^  of  ambition,  and  principles  of  fixed  hoftility 
againft  all  eAablilhed  Government :  and  we  had  been  convinced,  that 
unkf^  the  foundation  of  our  complaints  fhould  be  removed  by  a  total 
alreration  in    their  fyftcm  with  refpedl  to  foreign  nations,  war,  on 
oysT  part,   would  become  at  length  inevitable.     We  cannot  have  for- 
gotten,   that  inftead  of  endeavouring  to  remove  our  juft  apprehenfions, 
dicir  explanations   afforded    frefti    motives  of  jealoufy,    and  their 
omduct  a^ravated  every  caufe  of .  offence  ;    until,  at  length,   they 
interrupted   all  n^gociation  by  a  fudden  declaration  of  war,  attend- 
ed by  circumftances  of  unexampled  perfidy  and  violence.     At  that 
time  we  declared  at  the  foot  of  the  Throne,    "   that  we  confidered 
•*  whatever  His  Majefty's  fubjefts  held  moft  dear  and  facred,  the  fta- 
"  bility  of  our  happy  Confiitution,  the  fccurity  and  honour  of  His 
"  Alajcfty's  Crown,  and  the  prefervation  of  our  laws,  our  liberty, 
**  and  our  religion,  to  be  all  involved  in  the  iifue  of  the  prefcnt  con- 
**  tcft,  and  we  pledged  ourfelves,  that  our  zeal  and  eiicrtions  (hould 
**  be  proportioned  to  the  importance  of  the  conjunSure,  and  to  the 
"  magnitude  and  value  of  the  objedls  for  which  we  had  to  contend/* 
Imprcdions  conceived  after  fuch  deliberate  examination,  aiTumnces  fo 
fbicmnfy  pkdged  in  the  face  of  the  nation,  and  of  all  Europe,  will  not 
be  abandoned  by  the  wifdom  and  firmnefs  of  this  Houfe  upon  fuch 
foggeilions  as  have  hitherto  been  offered  in  this  debate— Before  we 
can  be  juf^ified  in  relinquifhing  the  principles  by  which  our  proceedings 
have  hitherto  been  governed,  we  fhall  require  fatisfaftory  proof,  either 
that  die  impreflions  which  we  had  originally  conceived  of  the  views 
of  France  were   erroneous  ;    or,    that  by  the  courfc  of  fubfcquent 
events,  the  fuccefs  of  the  war  is  become  def()ei:ate  and  impraflicable  ; 
or,  that  firom  fome  improvement  in  the  fyftem  and  principles  which 
pfcvail  in  France,  and  in  the  views  and  charadlers  of  thofc  who  now 
cxercife  the  powers  of  Government  there,  the  motives  of  juflicc  and 
neccfTity  wliich  compelled  us  to  enter  into  the  war,  no  longer  continue 
to  operate. 

On  each  of  thefe  propofitions  fcparately,  and  on  the  combined  refult 
of  the  whcJe,  I  fhall  endeavour  to  bring  this  queftion  to  a  fair  iffue. 
Although  the  queflion  of  the  original  juft  ice  and  necclTity  of  the  war 
was  {f>  fully  examined  in  the  laft  fcffion  of  Parlii^ment,  yet  to  relin- 
qoifli  die  bleflings  of  peace,  is  a  meafure  of  fuch  ferious  and  gi^vc 
importance,  that  I  am  confident  we  (hall  not  be  uifvrilling  during  any 
VoL.XXXVIL  E 
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period  of  the  contcft,  carefully  and  anxioufly  to  rcvife  the  grounds  ork 
which  it  was  adopted.     In  the  prefcnt  moment,  however  fuperfluous 
k  may  appear  to  fearch  for  any  additional  juftification  of  our  condu£^9 
or  to  endeavour  to  throw  any  new  light  on  a  queftion  already  fo  well 
underftoody  yet  it  cannot  but  prove  fatisfaftor)'  to  us,  that  a  variety 
of  occurrences,  fince  the  commencement  of  the  war,  and  many  nevir 
and  firiking  proofs  have  concurred,  to  confirm  the  wifdom  and  jufticc 
of  our  decifion,  not  merely  on  general  grounds,  but  precifeiy  on  the 
very  grounds  on  which  it  was  originally  founded.     If  I  could  bring 
to  your  bar,  the  moft  malignant,  the  moft  active,  and  the  moft  able 
enemy  of  the  Britifti  name  in  the  National  Convention ;  the  author  of 
the  moft  fcandalous  official  libels  ag;iinft  the  views,   inierefts,   and 
poyfcY  of  Great  Britain  ;    the  author  of  the    moft  inflammatory 
fpeechcs,  tending  to  provoke  the  war  in  which  we  are  engaged  ;  the 
author  of  the  declaration  of  war  itfclf,  and  the  inventor  of  all  the  pre- 
tences by  which  it  has  fincc  been  palliated,   both  in   France  and  in 
England  ;  if  I  could  bring  him  to  a  crofs-examination  in  your  prefence, 
confront  him   with  his    own    reports,   fpeeches,    and  manifeftoes, 
as  well  as  with  thofe  of  his  colleagues  in  office,   and  compering 
the  refult  of   the  whole   with  concurrent    and  fubfequent  events, 
Convlft  him  and  his  aflbciatcs  of  falfchood,  treachery,  and  prcvari- . 
cation,    in  all  their  pretended  explanations  of  their  oi^ti  deftgns,  ars 
well  as  in  all  their  affected  complaints  of  the  fupp<jfed  views  of  his 
Majcfty's  Councils,  I  am  perfuadcd,  that  you  would  not  rejeft  an  in- 
veftigation,  the  iflue  of  whicli  muft  tend  to  confirm  the  confidence  of 
the  nation  in  the  original  jufticc  of  our  caufc:     Such  is  the  na- 
ture of  the  proof  which  I  am  about  to  offer  to  you. 

Briflbt,  the  leader  of  the  Diplomatic  Committee,  Briflbt,  the 
main  fpring  of  the  French  Government  at  the  breaking  out  of  the  war, 
lallii^  into  di%race  and  danger,  addrefted  to  his  Conftituents  a  de- 
fence of  all  his  mcafures,  in  which  he  reveals  the  whole  fecret  and 
m3rftcry  of  the  French  Revolution,  and  makes  an  open  confeftion  of 
the  principles  by  which  France  was  direftcd  in  her  intercourfe  with 
other  powersj  of  the  means  which  Hie  employed,  and  of  the  ends 
which  (he  purfued.  From  the  unqueftionable  teftimony  of  this  pro- 
du£tion,  from  the  evidence  of  the  principal  a6tor  in  thcfc  tranfa£tion$, 
.  I  propofe  to  examine  the  truth  of  our  complaints,  the  juftice  of  the 
conduct  of  France,  and  the  validity  of  the  arguments  whidi  have  been 
ufcd  on  either  fide. 

The  views  which  we  attributed  to  France  prevtoos  to  die  war,  were 
views  of  i^ggrandifinMiit  and  ambition,  connected  with  the  propagation 
of  principiM  inrinj^rthlr  Ifrldi  die  exiftence  of  any  regular  Government. 

The  puddhr^'flbt  by  which  thofe  views  had  been  manifeftcd. 
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vcre,  ift,  the  decree  of  the  tpth  of  November,  In  which  France 
made  (according  to  her  own  language)  a  grant  of  univcrfal  fraternity 
and  affiftance,  and  ordered  her  generals  every  where  to  aid  and  abet 
thofe  citizens  who  had  fufiered,  or  might  (uffcr  hereafter,  in  the  caufe 
of  what  (he  called  liberty.  Her  fenfe  of  liberty,  as  applied  to  Eng- 
land, was  fhewn  by  the  reception  of  fcditious  and  treafonable  ad- 
drefles,  and  by  the  fpeeches  of  the  Prefident  of  the  National  Con- 
vcntiofiy  expiefling  his  wifh  for  the  aufpicious  Inflitution  of  a 
Britifh  Ccmvcndon,  founded,  as  fuch  an  inftitution  muA  have  been, 
upon  the  deftruclion  of  every  branch  of  our  happy  Conftitution. 
2d,  The  conduft  of  France,  in  incorporating  the  territories  of 
other  powers  with  her  own,'  under  colour  of  voluntar)"^  a<£ls  of 
Union,  pretended  to  have  been  freely  voted  by  the  people ;  particu- 
larly in  the  cafes  of  Savoy  and  of  the  Netherlands,  of  both  wliich 
ccwntries  France  had  aflumed  the  fovercignty. 

3di  The  opening  of  the  Scheldt,  in  direct  violation  of  thq  moft  fo- 
knm  treaties  guaranteed  by  France  hcrfelf ;  and  laRly,  her  general  de- 
figns  of  hoftility  againil  Holland. 

When  the  decree  of  the  1 9  th  of  November  was  complained  of 
here,  the  Executive  Council  replied,  that  "  it  would  be  injurious 
**  to  tfic  National  Convention  to  charge  them  with  the  projedl  of  pro- 
**  tcding  infurreCtlions." 

Bnffat,  in  his  confeiTions,  is  pleafed  to  admit,  that  "  the  decree  of  the 
**  1 9th  of  November  was  abfurd  and  impolitic,  and  juftly  excited  unea- 
**  fine(s  in  foreign  cabinets."  You  (hall  now  hear  the  wife,  politic, 
and  oonciUatoty  expolition  of  the  principles  of  France,  which  he  oppofes 
to  that  decfee.  "  ff^hat  was  the  opinion  of  enlightened  nun,  of  nun 
wb^were  Republicans  before  the  loth  ofAuguJi,  who  dejircd  Liberty f 
mt  wtyfor  their  oum  country,  but  for  all  Europe  ?  They  thought  that 
liberty  might  be  efiablijhed  every  where,  by  exciting  *  thofe  for  whom 
Government  is  adminifiered,  againfi  thojc  who  adminifler  it,  and  by 
*'  frmnng  to  the  people  the  facility  and  advayitages  of  fuch  infurre^iions.'* 
This  theory  of  uuiverfal  liberty,  founded  upon  univerfal  infurrcdion, 
diis  fyftcm  of  exciting  the  people  againft  all  regular  government,  of 
whatever  form,  againft  all  authority  of  whatever  defcription,  this  plan 
fur  the  inftru6lion  of  the  mob  in  the  advantages  of  diforder,  and  in 
the  facility  of  outrage  and  plunder,  is  deliberately  applauded  by  Brif- 
Ibt,  as  the  eftabliflicd  dodrinc  of  the  moft  moderate  men  in  France, 
to  which  no  one  could  obje<fl  on  account  of  its  abfurdity  or  impolicy, 
or  of  its  tendency  to  excite  uneafinefs  in  foreign  cabinets. 

You  may  perceive  that  the  authors  of  the  decree  of  the  1 9th  of  No- 
vember,   and  the  enlightened  Republicans  of  whom   Briflbt  fpcaks, 

t  IjBk  AJminUbres  contre  let  Adminiftraai* 
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were  equally  animated  by  the  great  principle  of  dejiring  liheriyy  (as  they 
are  plcafed  to  ftile  it)  for  all  Europe  ;  thciTi  only  difference  confifted  in 
the  mode  of  cairying  their  common  views  into  fpeody  and  effecftual 
execution.  This  will  appear  more  clearly  in  the  paffages  which  I 
fhall  now  read  to  the  Houfc.  "  But  how  can  the  people  be  led  to  that 
**  point?  By  zealous. efforts  to  fpread  the  fpirit  of  liberty  among 
**  them.  ThisfyJlemwaspurfuedatfirJ},  Excellent  pamphlets  from  the  pen 
*'  ofCondorcet  had  prepared  all  people  for  liberty.  **  The  underftandings 
'*  of  the  Belgians  ought  to  have  been  enlightened  by  good  writings  \  we 
*'  ought  to  have  fent  mijjionaries  among  them."  The  Houfe  will  find 
no  difficulty  in  .underftanding  what  is  meant  by  good  writings  (I  fay 
nothing  of  mifponaries)  when  the  letters  of  Condarcet  are  quoted  as  mo- 
dels of  perfedion.  We  are  not  unacquainted  with  the  ftile  of  thofc 
**  excellent  pamphlets  from  the  pen  ofCondorcet^  by  which  all  people  were  to 
'^  be  prepared  for  liberty,'*  We  cannot  be  fo  ungrateful,  as  to  have 
forgotten  the  delicacy  with  which  he  fuggefted  to  the  people  of  England, 
**  that  the  French  Revolution  was  an  obje£fj  both  of  their  fears  and  ^- 
*'  JireSy  that  a  Parliamentary  Reform  would  be  propofed  in  this  Houfr^ 
**  and  that  from  thence  ^  the  pa£iige  to  the  complete  ejlablijhment  of  a  Republic^ 
'*  would  be Jhort  andeajy^  Such  are  the  means,  fo  reconcileable  with  the 
faith  of  nations,  fo  compatible  with  the  amicable  intercourfe  to  be 
maintained  with  foreign  powers,  which  Briflbt,  the  reporter  of  the 
diplomatic  Committee,  propofed  to  employ  for  the  introduction  of 
the  principles  of  univerfal  confufion  into  the  bofom  of  every  indepen- 
dant  ftate.  The  difappointment  of  thefe  benevolent  views,  and  the 
failure  of  this  great  delign,  are  lamented  by  him,  in  terms  fo  forcible, 
and  fo  pathetic,  as  to  difplay,  at  once,  tlie  ftupendous  magnitude  of  this 
fcheme  of  deflru6Hon,  and  die  frantic  zeal  with  which  it  was'purfucd. 
**  Oh  !  how  grievous  it  is  !  for  a  man  who  has  feen  the  Revolution 
*'  advanced  to  a  degree,  to  which  ^  four  years  agOj  it  would ^  perhaps  y  hrve 
*'  been  madmfs  to  have  thought  of  carrying  it,  how  grievous  it  is  !  to 
*'  fee  that  Revdution  falling  back,  while  ever)'  thing  was  contend- 
**  ing  in  its  favour !  Shall  then  all  the  benefit  of  our  experience  be 
**  loft  to  the  general  caufe  of  liberty  y  to  other  nations  j  and  to  future  Rez*o~ 
'*  lutions  P  Tears  of  blood  Jhould  flow  from  the  eyes  of  all  Republicans  ; 
**  liberty,  which  might  fo  eaftly  have  been  extended,  until  it  Jhould  have 
'*  knozim  no  other  bounds,  than  thofe  of  the  world,  mujl  nowfnbmit  to  a 
*'  doleful  confinement  within  the  limits  of  France.*' 

Some  doubt  might  perhaps,  have  been  thrown  upon  the  authority 
of  the  evidence  which  I  "have  produced  to  the  Houfc,  if  it  had  ap- 
peared to  attribute  to  the  Government  of  Fnmce  principles  incompa- 
tible with  their  general  fyftem,  and  not  conformable  to  the  condud 
of  their  agents,  and  minifters,  in  the  dilFerent  foreign  countries  \  but 
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when  we  find,  that  the  public  a6ls  and  language  of  all  the  agents  of 
France  correfpond  with  the  defigns  here  afcribed  to  their  employers, 
this  circumfbince  at  once  corroborates  the  tcftimony  to  which  I  have 
alluded,  and  exhibits,  in  itfelf,  a  ftriking  inflance  of  the  uniformity 
and  confiftency  of  the  fyftem  in  all  its  parts. 

In  America  (a  Government  >vhich,  I  am  perfuaded,  the  noble  Earl  • 
who  has  fpoken  in  this  debate,  will  concur  with  me  in  thinking,  does 
not  require  to  be  improved  by  any  infufion  of  Frcnqh  principles)  Citi- 
zen Genet  was  appointed  Refident,  by  Briffo^  and  Le  Brun  :  he  there 
commenced  his  opcration*.by  the  inftitution  of  a  Jacobin  Club ;  he  pub- 
licly infulted  the  magiftrates  ;  difputed  the  ads  of  Government ; 
opened,  what  he  was  pleafed  to  call,  a  confular  tribunal  under  the  au- 
thority of  the^  French  Republic  for  the  condemnation  of  prizes  with- 
in the  territory  of  America,  enforced  the  execution  of  the  fcntences 
by  afts  of  open  violence  ;  and  at  length,  the  powers  and  privileges  of 
the  Conful  a<fting  under  his  orders,  having  been  annulled  by  the  Pre- 
fident  of  the  United  States,  and  his  proceedings  having  been  checked,^ 
as  being  contrary  to  the  law  of  nations,  and  to  the  rules  by  which  the 
relations  of  independant  ftates  arc  governed,  citizen  Genet  prefents 
a  remonftrance  to  the  Secretary  of  State,  in  which  he  gravely  fays, 

*  that  he  does  not  recoiled  what  the  wonn-eaten  writings  of  Grotiusy  Pvf^ 

*  fendorffj  and  Vatell  frty  on  thefe  fuhje^Sy  he  thanks  Gcdy  he  has  for-' 
'  gotten  what  thofe  hireling  CtviUans  have  written  en  the  rights  of  nations, 
'  in  times  cfuniverfal  Jlavery  ;  but  he  knows  that  his  coTiduSi  has  been 

*  agreeable  to  the f pint  of  the  French  Conjlitutiony  of  the  American  ConJH^ 
tution^  and  of  the  rights  of  many  which  are  for  ever  engraven  on  his 
hearty  and  from  which  he  learns y  that  an  appeal  muji  lie  from  the 
Prefidenty  who  is  a  mere  minijierial  officer y  to  thefavereign  people  of 
America^ 

Thus  this  difciple  of  Briflbt  takes  upon  himfclf  to  fuperfede  every 
maxim  of  the  law  of  nations,  bv  dodlrines  drawn  from  the  Couflitu- 
tion  of  France  \  and  not  content  with  that  outrage,  he  arrogates  to  him- 
fclf the  right  of  interpreting  the  Conftitution  of  America,  by  reference 
to  the  fame  polluted  fource,  and  afFeds  to  depofe  the  Prefident  of  the 
United  States  from  his  Conftitutional  authority,  under  colour  of  the 
(acred  righjts  of  man,  and  of  the  indefeafible  fovereignty  of  the  people. 

Citizen  Defcorches,  employed  by  the  fame  party  at  Conftantinople, 
proceeded  in  the  fame  fpirit ;  he  eftahliflied  Jacobin  Clubs,  and  held 
primary  aflemblies  for  the  propagation  of  the  true  faith  of  liberty  among 
the  Janiflaries  at  the  Porte.  Thus  from  Mr.  JefFerfon'  to  the  Reis 
EfFcndi,  from  the  Prefident  of  the  United  States  of  America,  to  the 
Grand  Seignior^   from  the  Congrcfs  to  the  Divan,  from  the  popular 

•  Lord  Wycombe. 
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form  of  a  Republic,  to  the  moft  unmixt  militaiy  defpotlfm,  every 
mode  and  gradation  of  lawful  authority,  or  of  eftabli(hed,  power  i^ras  \ 
the  objc6l  of  deliberate,  fyftematic,  and  uniform  attack.   There  is  ano- 
dier  feature  of  this  proje<%  which  I  cannot  omit,  becaufe  it  fq  nearly 
concerns  the  fecutity  of  fome  of  the  moft  valuable  poflfeflions  of  the 
Britiih  empire.     We  are  told  by  Roberfpierre,  that  a  part  of  the 
general  fcheme  of  Briifot  and  his  alTociates  was  to  free  and  arm  all  the 
Negroes  in  the  French  Colonies  in  the  Weft  Indies.     Briflbt,  inftead 
of  attempting  to  refute  this  charge,  takes  merit  to  himfclf  for  the 
ingenuity  and  fimplicity  of  the  invention  ;  he  fays,   that  **  iy  thejimpic 
operation  of  purifying  the  Colonial  Syjiem  of  the   French   Iflandsy   he 
would  have  accompUJhed  the  deJlruHion  of  all  the  Britijh  Colonies  in  the 
Wefi  Indies^  He  adds.   That  this  is  a  fecret  of  which  few  have  any 
idea.**     Thofc  who  have  given  their  attention  more  particularly  to 
the  cafe  of  the  African   Negroes,   will  be  the  firft  to  feel  the  com- 
plicated hon-or  of  this  dctcftable  projedt  of  maffacre  and  defulation. 
An  abrupt  emancipation  of  the  flaves  in  the  Weft  Indies,   accompa- 
nied with  the  circumftance  of  putting  arms  into  their  hands,  would 
inftantly  occafton  a  fccne  of  bloodftied  and  mifery,  which  our  ima- 
ginations could  fcarcely  conceive,  if  it  had  not  already  been  realiz- 
ed in  the  Ifland  of  St.    Dbmingo  under  the  aufpices  of  the  com* 
mifTioncn  appointed  by  Briffot  and  his  party.     There  cannot  be  a 
more  ftriking  inftance  of  the  general  tendency  of  the  views  of  thofe 
who  governed  France  at  the  time  of  the  declaration  of  war  ;  it  con- 
tains an  epitome  of  that  exteniive  confpiracy  againft  the  order  of  foci- 
ety  and  the  peace  of  mankind,   which  we  have  already  confidered  in 
detail. 

With  this  compendious  example  of  the  ruinous  projedls  of  thofe 
who  provoked  the  prefent  war,  I  Ihall  conclude  this  part  of  the  aigu- 
ment,  conceiving  that  I  have  (hewn  to  the  Houfe,  that  the  mifchievous 
fpirit  of  Ae  decree  of  the  1 9th  of  November,  denied  by  the  Execu- 
tive Council,  has  been  avowed,  acknowledged,  and  defended  by  Briffot, 
the  champion  of  all  their  principles,  and  the  autlior  of  all  their  plans  ; 
that  hb  expoiition  of  this  deftrudive  fpirit  has  been  confirmed  by 
a  variety  of  concurrent  circumftances  ;  and  that  the  arguments,  by 
which  the  jdi^erence  of  opimon  between  the  contending  parties  in 
France,  with  refpedl  to  the  decree  of  the  1 9th  of  November,  has 
been  maintained,  ferve  only  to  prove  more  ftrongly  their  unanimous 
agreement  in  the  main  principle  of  deftrudtion,  on  which  that  decree 
was  founded. 

The  principle  of  the  incorporations,  or  re-runions  oS  the  dif&rent  ter- 
ritories annexed  to  the  dominicHis  of  France,  (which  is  the  next  great 
feature  of  the  fyftem  by  which  we  were  menaced,}  as  well  as  th« 
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means  employed  to  obtain  thofe  re-unions,  are  fully  explained  by  Mr. 
Briflbt.  In  examining  this  part  of  the  fubjed^,  I  beg  to  call  the  at- 
tention  of  the  Houfe  particularly  to  the  grofs  prevarications  and 
c(»itnidi£tions  of  the  author  of  the  declaration  of  war,  as  well  as  to 
the  (hallow  artifices  employed  by  the  Executive  Council,  in  the  hope 
of  concealing  the  ambitious  views  of  France  from  the  eyes  of  Europe. 

Eirft,  with  refpeS  to  Savoy  and  Nice.  Briflbt,  in  a  Report 
made  to  the  National  Convention,  on  the  1 2th  of  January,  1793, 
in  the  name  of  the  Committee  of  General  Safety,  a  report,  intend- 
ed to  prepare  them  for  the  approaching  war,  and  profefling  to  contain 
a  full  and  candid  difcuflion  of  all  the  complaints  of  Great  Britain, 
ufcs  thefe  words  :  **  The  untwlmous  wijh  of  all  the  Communities  of  Sa- 
"  voy  legitimates  the  union  with  that  country,'^  Thus  writes  Briflbt 
before  the  commencement  of  the  war  ;  obfcrvc  how  frankly  and  ho- 
nefUyhe  has  flnce  confeflfed  the  truth.  '^  Camion  wanted  to  unite 
**  every  things  that  he  might  fell  every  thing;  thus  he  FORCED  the  union  of 
"  Saeucjy  and  of  Nice** 

With  regard  to  the  Netherlands,  Briflbt  tells  us  in  his  confeflions» 
that  Cambon,  the  French  Minifler  of  Finance,  forced  that  meafure 
alfo,  with  two  views  ;  the  compi^lfory  introduction  of  aflignats  into 
that  opulent  country,  and  the  univcrfal  plunder  of  property ;  he  in- 
troduces Cambon  and  his  party  reafoning  with  the  Convention  upon 
the  manner  of  negociating  an  union  with  the  free  and  fovereign  people 
of  Be^um,  in  the  following  words :  <<  The  mortgage  of  ourcffignats 
"  dretws  mar  its  end  \  what  mufi  he  done  ?  Sell  the  church  property  cf 
"  Brabant ;  there  is  a  mortgage  of  two  thoufand  millions  (eighty  millions 
''  flcrliitg.}  How /hall  we  get  pojjefjlon  cf  them  ?  By  an  imnudiaPe 
"  union  !  Men's  minds  are  not  difpofed  to  it.  What  does  that  ftgnify  ? 
**  Let  us  mate  them  vote  hy  means  of  money.  Without  delay ^  therefore ^ 
"  tbeyfecretly  order  the  Minijler  of  Foreign  Affairs  to  difpofe  of  four  or 
"  jkfe  hundred  thoufand  livres,  (2o,o0d1.  flerling)  to  make  the  moi  of 
*•  Bruffels  drunk,  and  to  buy  profelytes,  to  the  principle  of  union,  in  alt 
"  /ates. 

•*  But  even  thefe  means,  it  was  f aid,  will  obtain  hut  a  weak  minority 
**  in  our  fauour.  What  does  that  ftgnify  ?  Revolutions,  faid  they,,  are 
"  made  only  hy  minorities  !  It  is  the  minority  which  Ims  made  the  Revo^ 
"  hdtion  of  France.*' 

Thus  you  fee,  that  the  union  of  thefe  vaft  territories,  with  all 
their  immenfe  population,  wealthy  and  commerce,  was  confldercd  bf 
Ac  French  Minifter  of  Finance,  as  nothing  more  than  a  mere  iinan^ 
cial  operation,  for  the  purpofe  of  fupporting  the  (inking  credit  of  his  af- 
fignati.  The  facrcd  regard  paid  to  the  general  will  of  the  people  in  the 
doAriocs  lefpodtiiig  minoritifcs^  cannot  have  efcaped  the  obfecvatlon  of 
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the  Houfc.  Something  has  been  faid  already  of  the  means  employed 
to  obtain  the  free  confcnt  of  the  people  to  thefe  unions.  On  this  fubjccfl, 
#c  have  full  information  from  BrifTot.  "  Do  you  belitue  the  Bel^ 
gians  were  ever  impofed  upon  hy  th^fe  v^^es  and  refolutions^  mada  by 
**  what  is  called  acclamation  for  their  union,  for  which  corruption  pjiid 
in  party  and  fear  forced  the  remainder  ?  IVhoy  at  this  time  of  day  y  is 
unacquainted  with  the  fprings  and  wires  of  their  mifer able  puppet  flioiv  ? 
fyjjo  docs  not  know  the  farces  of  primary  afjmhliesy  compofed  of  a  Pre- 
Jidenty  of  a  Secretary,  and  cf  fome  afjiflatUs,  whofe  day-work  wcls  paid 
for  ?  How  could  they  believe  themf elves  free  and  fovereign  when 
we  made  them  tahffuch  an  oath  as  we  thought  fit ^  as  a  teflto  give  thevi 
^*  the  right  of  voting  ? 

IVhat  could  the  dif armed  Belgians  objeSf  to  all  this,  furroundedy  as 
they  tuercy  hyfeventy  thoufand  men?  They  had  only  to  hold  their 
tonguesy  and  to  bow  down  their  heads  before  their  maflers  !  They  did 
hold  their  tongue  Sy   and  their ftlence  is  received  as  aftncere  and  free  of- 

Briffot  ftates,  with  equal  force  of  language,  the  ruinous  effefts 
of  all  thefe  meafures  ;  he  fays,  "  defpotifm  and  anarchy  are  the  benefits 
*'  which  we  have  tranf planted  into  this  foil ;  we  fuppreffcd,  at  once,  all  their 
**  ancient  uf ages  y  all  their  prejudice  s,  all  the  ranks  and  orders  of  their fociely^ 
**  we  profcribed  their  pricfisy  ive  treated  their  religious  worfliip  with  open 
**  marks  of  contempt  \  we  feiT^ed  their  revenue Sy  their  domainsy  and  their 
•**  richesy  to  the  profit  of  the  nation  :  we  carried  to  the  very  altar  thofe  hands 
**  which  they  regarded  as  profane. 

**  Doubtlefs  thefe  operations  were  founded  on  TRUE  PRINCIPLES;  * 
**  but  thofe  principles  ought  to  have  had  the  confent  of  the  Belgiansy  before 
'*  they  were  carried  into  praSiice.'* 

Have,  then,  the  true  principles  of  France  been  mifreprefented  or  ex- 
aggerated in  this  Houfe  ?  Is  it  poflible  for  the  moft  honeft  and  enthu- 
fiaftic  indignation  which  the  fcenes  exhibited  in  France  have  raifed 
in  any  Britifli  heart,  to  vent  itfelf  in  terms  of  more  fevcrity  than 
thofe  which  Briffot  has  ufed  in  expounding,  what  he  juftly  calls, 
the  true  principles  of  the  French  Republic  ?  Now  let  us  again  confront 
Briffot's  confeffions,  with  his  report  in  the  name  of  the  Committee 
of  General  Defence,  on  the  lath  of  January,  1793.  *^  Shall  I  recall 
tlye  accufation  of  having  invaded  the  Netherlands,  of  having  diSlated 
laws,  and  made  a  Confiitution  for  that  country  ?  JVe  make^  Confiitu- 
tion  there  !  Read  the  infiruSfions  given  to  cur  Generals  to  afj'emble  the 
people,  to  confult  their  wijh,  to  enable  them  to  exprefs  it  freely,  to  re^ 
*  fpeSi  it  when  exprefj'ed :  fuch  was  our  tyranny  !  The  Belgians  them^ 
fehesform,  and  alone  will  form,  their  Conjiitutlon;  but,   in  order  t§ 

*  Sur  les  Priocipei. 
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"  Itadtbem  t9  ihatpotnff  it  it  neceffary  to  tie  up  the  kands  of  the  malevo^ 
*'  Umt,  if  Aiifirian  emtjfaries^  who  would  excite  feditiofij  and  this  is  the 
'*  cmtfe  ^fwne  neceffary  aifs  of  authority j  this  is  thefoundatim  of  the  iJ/- 
"  volutionary  power,  which  is  nothing  more  than  the  guardian  of  liberty 
**  in  her  infancy ,  and  which  ceajes  to  exiji  as/oon  asjhe  has  attained  thl 
**  age  9f  maturity*  tVe  pillage  Belgium  I  when  we  only  dejire  to  be  vo^ 
luntarihf  reimhurfed  for  the  expences  of  a  war^  where  the  blood  of  our 
bntf^rs  is  counted  fot  nothing,'*  So  far  BrifTot,  and  the  Com* 
tniaoc  of  General  Safety  \  I  now  entreat  the  Houfc  to  hear  the  language 
of  the  Executive  Council.  "  France  calls  back  to  freedom,  a  people  which 
**  the  Court  of  l^ienna  had  devoted  to  fla^jery,  her  occupation  of  the  Low 
"  Countries  jhall  only  continue  during  the  war,  dnd  the  time  neceffary  M 
**  the  Belgians  to  enfufe  and  confoUdate  their  liberty,  after  which,  let 
'*  them  Le  independant  and  happy.  France  will  find  her  recompenfe  in 
**  their  felicity.  fVhen  that  nation  Jhall  be  found  in  the  full  enjoyment  of 
"  liberty,  when  its  general  will  can  lawfully  declare  itf elf  without  Jbackles^ 
*•  Oyem  if  England  and  Holland  Jlill  attach  fome  importance  to  the  opening 
of  the  Scheldt,  they  may  put  the  affair  into  a  dire£hnegocieUion  with 
Betgia*  If  the  Belgians,  by  any  motive  whatever,  conjent  to  deprive 
themfelves  of  the  navigation  of  the  Scheldt,  France  will  not  oppofe  it ;  Jhi 
will  hnaw  how  torefpeSi  their  independance^  eVenin  their  errors.  Af* 
ter  Jo  FRANK  a  declaration,  which  manifefis  fuch  a  SINCERE  dejir^ 
^  peace,  his  Britannic  Majejlys  Minijlers  ought  not  to  hteve  anf 
"  doubts,  with  regard  to  the  intention  of  France.** 

It  is  difiiQult  to  determine  whether  the  prevarications  of  BrifTof^ 
The  rcportcr\froni  the  Committee  of  General  Safety,  or  the  fubter- 
fiigcs  of  the  ^Executive  Council  are  moft  worthy  of  animadverfion  ; 
b(^  are  fo  grofs  and  flagrant^  that  t  cannot  aggravatei  by  any  com- 
ments, the  impreffion  which  they  have  already  made :   but  when  we 
recoUcA  that  the  audacious  violation  of  the  law  of  nations,  and  of  the 
acknowledged  rights  of  our  allies  by  the  opening  of  the  Scheldt,  was 
juiHiied  upon  no  other  ground  than  the  maintenance  of  the  natural 
rights  of  the  free  people  of  Belgium  ',  when  We  recolleft,  that  the  final 
adjuftmcnt  of  that  important  queftion  was  poftponed  by  France,  until 
the  time  when  the  liberty  of  the  Belgians  (hould  hefecureJ  and  confoli^ 
dated,  and  when  the  general  will  of  that  people  could  lawfully  declare  tt^ 
Je^ without  Jbacklesy  the  tyranny  exercifcd  by  France  over  die  Nether- 
lands, and  the  violence  and  corruption  employed  to  procure  the  Union^ 
cmnoc  fail  to  excite  the  general  indignation  of  this  Houfe.     Moft 
of  us  indeed,  were  not  deceived  by  ^^  frank  declai^tion  of  the  Execu- 
tive Council  of  France  ;  but  thofe  few  amongft  \is  who  fcemed  to  be 
deceived  by  it  at  diat  time,  and  who  under  that  deception  maintained 
the  juftice  of  the  pretences  of  France,  muft  find  additional  motives  pf 
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refcntmcnt  and  inJignation  in  the  rccoUcftlonof  the  impofhircy  which 
was  fo  fucccfsfully  praiftifed  at  Icaft  upon  them :  If  they  had  been  pof- 
fcffcd  of  the  information  which  I  have  detailed  to  the  Houfe,  I  am 
perfuadcd  that  they  would  never  have  propofcd  to  us,  to  carry  to  the 
foot  of  the  Throiic  an  addrefs  containing  the  paragraph  which  I 
fhall  now  read  to  you  rclatAe  to  the  navigation  of  the  Scheldt.  ♦ 

'*   ff^e  mnjl  further  remark  ^  that  the  point  in  difpute  feems  to  us  to  hero* 
heen  relieved  from  a  mo/i  material  difficulty  y  by  a  declaration  of  the  Mi- 
nijler  of  foreign  affc^irs  in  France  y  that  the  French  nation  gave  up  all  pre- 
tenjicns  to  det  ermine  the  queftim  of  the  future  navigation  of  the  Scheldt. 
The  infult  and  nrK)ckcry  of  that  declaration  is  now  fo  evident,  that 
I  cannot  fuppofc  it  poflihle  that  any  perfon  (hould  retain  the  opinion, 
that  the  Executive  Council  ever  had  a  finccre  intention  of  rclinquifh- 
ing  at  any  time,  the  prctenfions  of  France  to  determine  the  queftion 
of  the  navigation  of  the  Scheldt,  or  any  other  queftion  wliich  might  Tkjl- 
fciS  her  oiKrations  in  the  Netherlands :  the  object  of  a  declaration  fo 
in<*.)nliftent  with  the  whole  fyftem  purfued  by  France  in  the  Nether- 
lands, could  only  be  to  delude  this  countr>'  with  falfe  pretences  of 
mcxlerarioh,  until  it  might  he  convenient  to  difcovcr  in  the  face  of  day, 
anci  to  Enforce  by  the  fword  againft  every  nation  in  Europe  the  in- 
ordinate fchcmc  of  ambition,  of  which  the  re-union  of  Belgium  and  die 
opening  of  the  Scheldt  formed  but  an  inconfiderable  part. 

The  dcfigns  of  France  againft  Holland  might  be  inferred  from  her 
general  vie\^  s  of  aggrandizement,  and  particularly  from  the  cftablifhcd 
maxim  of  her  policvr  that  France  ought  to  knov)  no  other  barrier  to  the 
eajhvard  than  the  Rhine  ;  a  maxim  avowed  by  Briffot,,by  Dumourier, 
and  at  different  periods,  by  almoft  every  perfon  who  hofe  aded  a  lead- 
ing part  in  the  government  of  France  fincc  the  maffacrc  of  the  i  oth 
of  Auguft.    But  the  corrcfpondcnce  between  Dumourier  and  Pache,  the 
Minifler  of  War,  which  has  been  publifhed,  and  of  the  authenticity 
of  which  no  tioubt  can  be  entertained,  has  placed  die  hoftilc  views  of 
France  againft  Holland  in  fo  ftrong  and  fo  clear  a  light,  that  it  would 
be  injuftice  to  the  argument  to  reft  it  entirely  upon  tlie  general  grounds 
already  ftatcd.    It  has  been  contended  that  the  rejection  by  the  Execu- 
tive Council  of  Dumourier's  propofal  to  invade  Holland  in  the  month 
of  November  1792,  was  a  ftrong  proof  of  the  pacific  difpofitiony  and 
of  the  gpod  fiiith  which  prevailed  in  the  Councils  of  France  at  that 
time :  but  it  appears  that,  on  the  30th  of  November,  Dumourier,  in  a 
letter  addrefled  to  the  Minifter  of  War,  communicated  in  detail  a  plan 
for  the  immediate  invalion  of  Holland,  and  ftated    the  previous 
conqueft  of  Holland  to  be  eflcntial  to  the  great  objedl  of  driving  the 
Auftrian  aUd  Pruflian  Ernies  beyond  the  Rhine.    One  of  die  principU 

*  Addrtu  oi^Tcd  by  C«  Gkcj,  Zfy  OA  die  »ift  Fobroiry  1793. 
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aTjuments  which  he  a^edges  in  favour  of  this  operation,  is  found- 
•d  in  tfc'hoililc  views  which  he  attributes  to  Holland,  and  in  his  ap- 
prehcofion  rhit  if  he  ihould  move  towards  the  Rhine,  boforc  he  had 
cffcdcd  a  Revolution  in  Holland,  his  rear  might  be  expofe^i.  to  a  fud- 
<kn  attack  from  the  Dutch.  It  appears  that  the  Minifter  of  War 
(xfrejfly  warrants  the  mutraJity  if  the  Dutch  in  the  heginrAng  of  December 
to  Oumoorier.  But  notwifhftanding  that  afi'urancc,  the  queftion 
between  the  immediate  invafion  of  Holland,  and  a  movement  towards 
the  Rhine,  is  argued  throughout  the  whole  of  the  official  corrcfpon- 
daicc,  merely  upon  grounds  of  expediency  ;  the  doubt  being  only,  whe- 
ther the  operations  of  Dumouricr's  army  in  the  month  of  Decem- 
ber (hould  commence,  or  terminate  with  the  invafion  of  Holland  ; 
this  will  appear  more  clearly,  from  a  paffage  in  the  laft  orders  from 
the  Minifter  of  War  to  Dumcuricr  on  this  fubjcc^,  dated  December  6, 
1792.  **•  Thus  if  tht  Army  of  Belgium  Jhould  attack  Holland^  and  not 
"  fifjs  the  Rhine,  the  Auflrians  will  be  able  to  attack  Bcurn6nville,  and 
"  tifirce  him  to  abandon  the  Banks  of  the  Mofelle;  Cujiine  might  le 
**  endangered*  Thefe  motives  have  determined  the  Executive  Counal, 
"  mdthefhave  refclved  fas  a  meafure  of  urgency ^  *  and  which  ought  to 
"  precede  the  invafton  of  Holland  t  which  you  propcfej  that  you 
"  P>aUdifpofe  the  three  armies  under  your  -erders^  in  the  manner  which  you  ' 
**  judge  the  moji  proper  for  driving  the  Aufirians  from  the  countries  compre- 
"  bended  between  the  Meufe,  the  Mofelle,  find  the  Rhine"' 

This  letter  leaves  no  doubt  on  mv  mind,  that  if  the  French 
could  have  fuccecdcd  in  driving  the  Auftrians  and  Priiffians  beyond 
the  Rhine,  early  in  December,  1792,  they  would  witliout  fcruple, 
hive  fallen  upon  Holland,  although  by  the  <:onfe(Tion  of  the  Minifter  of 
War  in  the  month  of  December,  the  Dutcli  had  given  them  no  ground  of 
oflcnce. 

Such  arc  the  various  proofs*  and  occurrences  which  tend  to 
cwifinn  thofe  impreflions  of  the  defigns  of  France,  in  confcquencc 
of  which  we  thought  it  our  duty  to  enable  his  Majcfty  to  augment 
^  forces,  previous  to  the  declaration  of  war. 

The  aggreflion  of  France,  which  was  the  immediate  caufe  of  the  war, 
^^snosanochermaterialbranch  of  the  argument  \  it  was  attempted  to  bcjufti- 
fied  under  the  pretence  of  certain  alledged  ads  of  hoftility,  particularly 
^vc  ftopping  die  export  of  corn  to  France  in  the  month  of  Novcni- 
^»  1792  :  that  meafure  was  defended  by  my  right  l^onourable  friends 
'^  me,  on  the  groimd  of  their  knowledge,  tliat  warlike  preparations 
wc  then  a6hial]y  making  in  France.     Upon  this  fubjedt,    Brif- 

*  Coe  lacfflre  d*orgcnoe. 
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fot's  teftimony  is  not  only  ample  and   unequivocal  but  ||x>vcs  tha^ 
preparations  had  been  commenced  at  an  earlier  period,  andm:re  pro^ 
pofed  to  be  carried  to  a  much  greater  extent  than  could  have  been  fniy-- 
pofed  by  any  perfon  in   this  country  in   the  month   of  Novemb>cr. 
He  tells  us,    "  that  as  early  as  the  month  of  OSlobery   the  pojjlhilify    of 
^^  PFarwith  the  viaritime  powers  was  forefeetiy   and  the  Diphmatic  Com^ 
**  mittee  and  the  Cotmnittce   of  General  Defence  had  warned  Monge,  the 
**  Mlnifier  of  Marine j  of  this  circuniJJance.      Conftdcrahle  fums  of  mo- 
*'  ney  were  put  into  his  hands  ;  he    had  promifed  ♦   to  celled  fiores  and 
^'  prmijions  from  all  quarters^  to  repaif  all  the  jbips  and  frigates  ;  he  hud 
^*  provvfed  a  fleet  of  ^o  f^^i  of  the  line  for  the  mcnth  of  Jfril,  and  to 
*'  have  abdfoe  $0  fail  of  the  line  ready  fr  fea  by  the  month  of  fuly  ;    he 
**  had  prwiifed  to  cover  the  fea  V)ith  frigates^fr  the  prcteifion  of  Com^, 
**  merce^  to  fend  fuccours  to '  St,  Domingo  arid  Martinique  :  an   exprtjs 
**  laWi  puffed  in  O£iohery  enjoined  him   to  this"     While   France  was 
thus  preparing   an    armament   agalnft   tlie   maritime   Powers,  what 
fhould  we  have  thought  of  the  conduft  of  our  Minifters,   if  they 
had  fuffered  the  export  of  corn  to  that  countryi  and  thereby  had  contri- 
buted to  accelerate  the  equipment  of  thofe   formidable  fleets  which 
the  Minifter  of  Marine  had  engaged  to  provide  ?  It  ought  not  to  be  for- 
gotten, that  the  fame  Government  of  France,  which  had  ordered  pre- 
parations for  equipping  a  fleet    in  the  French   ports  as  early  as   the 
month  of  Odober,  thought  it  decent,   in  the  month  of  Januar)',   to 
make  the  armaments  preparing  by  his  Majefty,  a  principal  ground  of 
complaint,  and  to  infift,   as  tlie  ukimatum  of  France,  that  England 
ihould  difarm :   a  more  infulting  propofal,  under  all  the  circumftancesi 
of  the  cafe,  as  I  have  now  ftatcd  them,   was  i\pver  made  by  one  in- 
dependant  nation  to  another. 

But,  while  we  are  enquiring  iq  this  Houfc,  into  the  immediate 
caufe  of  the  war,  we  may  derive  fome  ufeful  information  on  that  head 
from  the  contendons  and  dlvifions  which  have  difturbed  tlic  Councils  of  ouy 
enemies.  In  the  Ad  of  Accufation  a^ainft  Briflfot  and  his  party,  one 
principal  char^  is,  **  thf  propofalfrom  the  Diplomatic  Committee  by  the 
**  organ  (fBriffot^  to  declare  ff^ar  abruptly  againfl  England^  iVar  agalnfi 
•*  Holland^  JVar  againfl  all  the  P(/\vers  xvhich  had  not  yet  declared  them- 
*^  felvesr 

While  the  trial  of  Briflfot  was  pending,  Chaumette  fays  in  the 
Jacobin  Club,  "  every  patriot  has  a  right  to  accufe  in  this  place^  the 
**  man  who  voted  the  IVar ;  and  the  blood  which  has  been  Jhed  in  the 
^*  Republic^  and  without  the  RefubliCf  in  confequence  of  it,  JhaU  h  theiv 
5*  proofs  and  (beir  reafom.'' 
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Robcrfpicrrc  in  his  Report,  17th  of  November,  1793,  feys, 
**  ffltb  what  haje  hypccrljy  the  traitors  irjijled  en  certain  pretended  in- 
*'  JidtSf  /aid  to  have  been  cffen'd  to  our  Amhaffador  !  " 

Briflbt  on  the  other  hand  replies,  **  ff^to  has  been  the  Author  of  this 
**  fFar  f  The  Anarch^Jis  only  ;  and  yet  they  make  it  a  crime  in  us,*' 

TTius,      amidfl    the    animolities     and     diflentlons     which    pre- 
ceded the   lart  Revolution   at  Paris>    the  heinous  crime   of  having 
profvoked    the   War  with   England,    is  mutually   imputed  by  one 
party    to   the  other.     Roberfpicrrc  imputes   It   to   BrilTot ;    Briflbf 
retorts    it     upon   Robcrfpicrrc;   the   Jacobins   charge    it    upon  the 
Girondifts  ;  the  Girondifls  recrlminat<^  u^xin  the  Jacobins  ;  the  moun-' 
Cain  thunders  it    upon  the  valley  ;    ami    tlie    valley   re-echoes   it 
back  againft  the  mountain.     For  my  part,  I  condemn  them  both — the 
(haic  of  this  guilt,  which  belongs  to  Briflbt  and  his  affociatcs,  i&  al- 
ready known  to  you;  thofe  who. murdered  Briifut  and  his  affociatcs 
upon  the  fcafibld,  were  not  only  the  moft  adive  promoters  of  the  decree 
of  the  1 9th  i»f  November,  and  of  die  fcveral  unions,  but  the  principal 
agents  in  all  the  odious  vexations  excrcifcd  over  the  people  of  the 
Netherlands,  and  not  one  voice  ann/ng  them  was  raifed  againft  the 
meafures  which  immediately  led  to   the    war.    .Therefore,    I   re- 
peat  it,  whatever  be  the  crime  of  having  drawn   down  upon  their 
own  country  the  indignation  of  Great   Britain,   ^nd  of  her  nuhie- 
runs  allies,    and  of  having  fomented  a   general  war  in  Europe,   I 
charge    that   crime  equally    upon  both    thefe    fanguinary  fa6tions. 
But  wrho  is  the  Britiih  fubje6t,  that  ihall  acquit  both  thefe  fanguinary 
fii^ons  of  the  crime  which  they  mutually  impute  to  each  other  ^  and 
by  charging  it  upon  the  Councils  of  his  own  Sovereign,  (hall  impair 
lite  conhdence  of  an  united  people,  in  die  judice  of  their  caufc,  and 
weaken  the  encr^  of  their  exertions,  in  the  profecution  of  this  ardu- 
ous conteft  ? 

Unlefs  I  am  wholly  deceived  in  the  authenticity  and  application  of 
the  proofs  which  I  have  adduced,  I  cannot  fuppofe  that  any  fuch  per- 
fon  will  appear  in  the  courfe  of  this  debate  ;  and  I  muft  conclude,  that 
thefe  proofs,  added  to  the  arguments  employed  lad  year,  have  con- 
firmed the  original  juAice  and  neceffity  of  the  war,  upon  the  moft 
foSid  and  fecure  foundation. 

If  then  the  original  juftice  of  our  caufe,  inftead  of  appearing 
10  be  in  any  degree  weakened,  has  received  additional  force  and 
confiiination  finom  the  whole  courfe  of  fubfequent  events,  it  muft 
be  bach  our  rigjht  and  our  duty  (a  right  which  a  high*fpirited  people, 
will  not  eafily  concede ;  and  a  duty,  from  the  difcharge  of  which 
they  will  not  (hrink)  to  profecute  the  war  without  remiffion,  unlefs 
it  can  b(  msidc  to  appearj  that  aU  our  efforts  muft  be  vain  and 
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fruitlefs,  and  that  our  enemies  arc  not  only  formidable,  but  invincible, 
by  any  force  wlvich  we  can  bring  to  aft  againft  them.  But  although 
the  events  of  the  laft  campaign  have  undoubtedly  proved,  that  Francey 
in  her  prcfent  fituation,  is  a  formidable  enemy ;  fo  far  from 
proving  her  to  be  invincible,  I  iTiall  contend,  that  the  general  rcfult  of 
the  campaign,  both  in  its  efFcc\s  u^itxi  our  o^*n  fituation,  and  upon 
that  of  t\\e  enemy,  has  been  fuch,  as  to  afford  a  rcafonable  expc^sition 
or  ultimate  fucccfs. 

What  was  our  fituation  at  the  commencement  of  the  laft  campaign  r 
France  was  in  full  pofleffion  of  the  Netherlands,  and  by  the  operation 
of  the  Revolutionary  power,  under  the  decree  of  the  1 5th  of  December, 
was  rapidly  adding  to  her  own  rcfourccs,  not  only  all  the  ordinary  re- 
fimrces  of  that  wealthy  counny,  but  tlic   fwroperty  of  the  Church, 
of    the  nobility,   of    all  the  corporations,   the  peribmd    property   of 
the   Prince,    and   of    all   his    adherents.     Upon  the  firft    produce 
cf  this  immenfe    booty,   Dumourier  had  calculated,  that  he   could 
fupport   an  army   of  an    hundred  thoufand    men,  for  ten  months* 
By    the    poffeflion    of  the  j)ort    of    Oftend,     FraiKe    commanded 
Ac ,  commerce    both    of    H<4<and    and    England,     and    l^d    the 
means  of  interrupting  the  intrrcourfc  between    us  and   our    alii  is. 
By  the  poffcflTion  of  Antwerp,   and  the  meafurt  s  which  (he  had  taken 
relative  to  the  navigation  of  &x  Scheldt,  fhe  had  the  means  of  annoy- 
ing Holland  in  that  quarter;  tlic  pofi'cflion  of  Liege  gave  her  the  com- 
mand of  the  Meufe,  and  furni(hed  her  wi^h  great  advantages  in  any 
<^cration  which  (he  might  meditate  againfl  Maeftricht.     Mentz,  was 
alfo  in  her  hands,  and  the  commerce  of  the  Rhine  was  confcquently  en- 
tirely at  her  mercy.  She  had  a  paw-erful  army  ready  to  enter  the  territory 
of  Holland  at  the  firft  moment  of  the  war,  with  the  avowed   objedV  not 
merely  of  conqueft,  but  of  efFe6Hng  a  Revolution  in  that  countiy  upon 
her  own  deftfuclive  principles  ;  and  in  the  Mediterranean,  (lie  had  a 
formidable  fleet  which  had  ftruck  all  the  Italian  Stales  with  fuch  con- 
(lernation,  ^  had  given  her  the  abfdute  control  over  the  commerce  of 
t}iat  fea,  and  the  uncjifputed  command  of  whatever  reiburces  could  be 
drawn  from  th^  countries  which  border  upon  it.  This  was  our  fituation 
at  the  opening  of  the  campaign.  It  was  no  doubt  truly  fcrious,  and  fuch 
as  would  not  have  tempted  us  to  undertake  a  war,  if  peace  could  have 
been  maintained  confi(tently  with  our  fafety  and  honour.    It  might  rca- 
fonably  have  been  expeded,  that  with  fuch  advantages  on  her  fidc^  the 
general  balance  cf  events  would  have  been  greatly  in  favour  of  France 
tt  the  conclufioq  of  the  firft  campaign  ;  efpeciaily  when  it  is  confidercd, 
that  the  policy,  whicli  has  been  adopted  by  this  country,  of  keeping 
bo!i>  hoc  nayal  and  military  eftabliftiments  at  the  loweft  pofltble  fcale 
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in  time  of  peace,  muft  neceffarily  confine  the  extent,  and  weaken  the 
vigour  of  her  efforts  in  the  early  periods  of  war. ' 

Prophecies  of  a  much  jnore  gloomy  complexion  were  certainly  ut- 
tered in  this  Houfc  ;  we  were  .told,  (nearly  in  the  language  of  one 
of  the  extradls  which  I  have  read  from  Briffot)  that  the  Sea  would  be  *  ^ 
immediately  covered  with  the  armed  veffels  of  our  enemy,  and  that 
our  commerce  would  be  expofed  to  depredation  in  ever)'  quarter ;  we 
were  told  in  the  fame  tone,  that  perhaps  after  five  or  fix  years  of  war, 
the  Netherlands  might  be  evacuated  as  the  price  of  peace. '  What  is 
our  fituation  now  at  the  conclufion  of  the  firft  year  of  tl\e  war  ? 

Holland  has  been  ft  ved  ;  the  importance  of  this  event  in  the  pre- 
fent  fituation  of  Europe,  may  be  efiimatcd  by    the    defig^s    which 
Fiance  has*  uniformly  entertained  againfl  that  country  fince  the  time  of 
her  fucccfs  in  the  Netherlands.  Roberfpierre,  lamenting  that  Dumou- 
rier  did  not  invade  Holland  immediately  after  the  conqueft  of  die  Ne- 
therlands, fays,   **,  I/w^  had  invade  J  Hollandy  we  Jhould  hade  become 
^\  mafters  of  the  Dutch  Navy  ?  The  U'ealth  of  that  country  would  have 
been  blended  with  our  owny  her  power  added   to   that   of  FfancBy  the 
Government  of  England  would  have  been  undone  y   and  the  Revolution^ 
Eurfrpe  fecured.    The  nature  of  the  Revolution  intended  in  Holland, 
is  now    well  known;  When  the  invafioii  of  that  country  was  piro- 
jedcd,   Cambon  is  faid  to  have   declared,  that  "  at  the  Dutch  had 
no  Church  Lands  to  offer  to  France y  for  her  indemnification  in  the  war^ 
the  Dutch  Revolution  muft  be  made  on  new  principles;  it  muft  be  a   Ri- 
"  volution  offtrong  boxes  and  purfes.  "  The    decree  which  paiTed  about 
the  time  Dumouricr  entered  Holland,  is  a  fufficient  commentary  on 
this  expreflion,  and  fhews,  that  if  the  French  had  fucceeded  in  that  ex- 
pedition, they  would  probably  have  ftruck  the  mod  fatal  blow,  thkt 
commercial  credit  has  ever  received.     But  the  proteftion  of  Holland 
was  of  great  importance  in-  another  view.     From  the  moment  that 
France  had  declared  war  againft  the  Dutch,  Dumourier  repeatedly  fiate^, 
that  the  conqueft  of  Holland  was  eflentially  neceflfary  for  the  purpof<^ 
of  maintaining  the  poffeflion  of  the  Netherlands   in  the  hands  of  the 
French;  he  fays,  that   "  without  Hollandy  the  Netherlands  muftfoonfaU; 
**  and  with  Hollandy  he  entertained  no  doubt  of  being  able    to  oppofe  an 
"  effeBual  barrier  to  the  progrefs  of  the  Auftrian  and  PruJJianj  armies.  '' 
The  recovery  of  the  Netherlands  was,  therefore,  intimately  connec- 
ted with  the  protedion  of  Holland.     Whatever  oppofition  was  made 
to  the  force  under  the  command  of  Dumouricr  in  Holland,  touft,  in 
this  view  of  the  fubjeft,  be  confidered  as  a  combined  operation  with  Ae 
attack  of  the  Prince  of  Saxe-Cobourg,  upon  the  armies  of  Valence  and 
Miranda,  on  the  banks  of  the  Roer,  and  of  the  Meufe.     It  is' certain, 
ftat  the  brilliant  fuccelTes  of  the  Auftrains  would  have  been  at  lean  re- 
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tarded,  if  the  gallant  defence  of  Williamftadt,  and  the  paflage  of  the 
Macfe  had  not  dieckcd  tlie  progrefs  of  Dumouriery  atid  prevented  him 
from  efFeding  a  janAlon  with  the  armies  oppofed  to  the  Prince  of  Co- 
bourg,  at  an  earlier  period,  and  under  circumftances  of  greater  advant- 
a^.      It  is  unneceiraiy  to  ftate,  that   the  feafonable  aflillance  affiMrded 
by  this  country  to  the  Dutch,  was  al'me  the  circumftance  which  en- 
couraged and  enabled  them  to  make  fo  vigorous  an  effort  in  that  criti- 
cal conjundturc  of  their  aff;iirs*     Tlie  recovery  of  Flanders,  thus  con- 
nedted  on  the  one  liand  with  the  defence  of  Holland,  was,  on  tlie  other 
hand,  an  objecfl  of  equal  importance  to  the  permanent  fecurity  of  the 
Dmtch  frontier.      It  was  alfo  material  to  the  profecution  of  the  vr^r  in 
many  other  refpeds.   It  deprived  our  enemies  of  refourccs,  which  accord- 
ing to  the  account  given  by  C^ffnbon,  were  become  neceffary  to  the  fup- 
port  of  their  declining  finance?,  and  added  What  was  thus  taken  fix>nf 
them  to  die  ftrcngth  of  our  Allies.  Brilfot  fays,  that  "  the  evacuation  of 
**  Belgium  tarnijhed  the  glory  of  the  French  afmSj  and  Retarded"  what  he 
'  calls  **  the  liberty  of  Eurnpe^     The  Netherlands,  recovered  under  fuch 
circumflances,  have  not  only  beert  maintained  throughout   the    cam- 
paign, but  an  impreflion  has  been  made  upon  the  frontier  of  France^ 
by  the  capture  of  Valenciennes,  Conde  and  Quefnoy.     Againft  thcfc 
fucceflfes  are  to  be  fet,  the  raifing  of  the  ficges  of  Dunkirk  and  Mau- 
beugc.    Making  the  utmoft  allowance  for  each  of  thofe  failures,  and 
comparing  the   circumflances  of  our  fituation  on  the  fide  of  Holland 
and  FUnders,  in  the  month  of  February,  1793,  with  their  adhial 
fiale,  it  cannot  be  denied,  that   the  campaign  in  Flanders  has  been 
productive  of  the  mod  confiderable  acquifitions,  both  in  point  of  terri- 
tory and  refource,  which  this  country  and  her  allies  ever  obtained  in 
that  quarter  in  any  fingle  year  of  our  mod  profpen>us  wars.     On  the 
Rhine,  the  recapture  of  Mentx,  and  the  progrcfs  made  in  Alface,  after 
the  difiinguifhcd  ^dion  of  Wciffcmbourg,  afforded  cffcdual  protedVion 
to  the  frontier  of  Germany,  during  the  greater  part  of  the  campnign^ 
and  operated  as  a  powerful  di vcrfion  of  the  force  of  the  tnemy.    Not- 
withftanding  the  fudden  irruption  of  the  Frenchi  by  means  of  the 
requifition  of  the  mafs  of  the  people,  (a  meafure,  the  effcdts  of  which 
upon  the  internal  fituation  of  France,   I  (liall  have  occafion  to  examine 
more  particu^ly  before  I  fit  down,}  our  general  fituation  is  far  more 
favourable  than  at  the  opening  of  the  campaign.   Although  the  French 
have  regained  a  confiderable  part  of  the  country,  from  whidi  they  had 
beeadriveninthecourfeofthe  fummer>    they  have,  asyet|  been  con- 
tending With  us  for    our  conquefis,    and  not   for  any  advantages 
which  they  did  not  poffefs  before  tlie  commencement  of  the  war* 
While  our  allies  retain  Mentz,  it  muft  be  admitted,  that  after  all  the 
cXCraotdinary  -exertions  of  the  enemyi  their  fituation  is  much  more 
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difadvantagcous  than  it  was  in  the  month  of  July.  In  the  territories 
of  the  Kii^  of  Sardinia,  the  French  have  made  no  additional  progrefs. 
On  the  fide  of  Spain,  they  have  fufFered  confiderable  lofles.  The  block- 
ade of  the  French  fleet,  in  the  port  of  Toulon,  by  an  inferior  force,  was 
highly  creditable  to  the  naval  honour  of  this  country,  and  in  the  circum- 
fiancc  attending  the  evacuarion  of  that  town,  one  of  the  moft  fcvere  blows 
was  gi\'en  to  the  naval  power  of  France,  which  has  ever  been  ftruck  in  the 
yibdc  hiftory  of  our  marine ;  and  the  command  of  the  Mediterranean 
was  at  once  transferred  from  the  hands  of  France,  into  our  own.  If 
the  fleets  of  the  enemy  have  offered  no  opportunity  to  ours,  of  obtain- 
ing any  brilliant  fuccefs,  let  us  compare  the  adual  ftate  of  our  trade 
and  commerce,  with  thofe  gloomy  predictions,  to  which,  I  hive  al- 
rcad)'  alluded,  and  with  the  captures  made  from  the  enemy.  On  this 
fubjeft  I  muft  again  refer  to  the  authority  of  Briffot,  which  is  corro- 
borated by  our  own  accounts  :  he  fays,  "  In  the  month  of  March  ail  our 
"  privateers  tufre  dejiroyed  by  the  Englljb  in  the  Channel,  In  the  month  of 
'*  Afr'il  our  trading  vejfels  were  taken  by  Englijh  frigates  at  the  very 
'*  mouths  of  our  rivjrs :  ourjhtps  could  not  go  into  the  Mediterranean  » 
**  tvithout  danger  ;  and  yet  we  had  a  fleet  there  of  i  ^  Jhips  of  the  line,'* 
If  we  look  to  the  rcfult  of  tht  campaign  abroad,  the  profpeft  is 
equally  favourable ;  the  fiflierj^  of  Newfoundland,  from  which  the 
French  have  been  driven,  has  always  been  confidcred  as  a  moft  valu- 
able object ;  we  know  that  it  has  formed  one  of  the  moft  contefted 
articles  in  moft  of  our  negociat^ions  of  peace,  fince  the  commencement 
of  the  prefent  century  :  the  acquifition  of  this  fiftiery,  in  the  firft 
campaign  of  the  war,  muft  operate  as  a  material  check  to  one  fourcc 
of  the  naval  power  of  France.  In  the  Weft  Indies,  the  importance 
of  the  Ifland  of  Tobago,  which  we  have  acquired,  may  be  eftimated, 
when  we  rccolle6t,  that  it  was  the  only  one  of  all  her  conquefts  which 
France  retained  at  the  peace  of  1783,  after  all  the  calamities  of  the 
American  War.  In  the  Ifland  of  St.  Domingo  we  are  in  pofleflion 
of  Nicola  Mole,  the  moft  advantageous  poft  with  a  view  to  the  com- 
mand of  the  Mindward  paffagc,  and  of  Jcremie,  the  part  of  the  ifland 
which  has  fufFered  the  leaft  from  the  ravages  of  Brilfot's  com- 
miflioners.  In  the  Eaft  Indies,  the  French  have  been  expelled  from 
all  their  pofleflfions,  excepting  Pondichery,  the  capture  of  which  could 
not  (by  the  lateft  advices)  long  be  delayed.  The  acquifition  of  the 
Port  of  Mahe,  on  the  Coaft  of  Malabar,  is  of  tlie  grcateft  advantage 
to  our  new  territories  on  that  coaft,  both  with  a  view  to  the  commerce 
and  good  government  of  thofe  countries  ;  in  a  political  view  it  is  ob- 
▼ioully  of  confiderable  importance,  that  the  French  (hould  not  continue 
to  hold  a  poffeflion  which  afforded  them  the  means  of  fo  dired  and 
cify  an  intcrcourfe'  with  Tippoo  Sultan, 
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Thus,  Sir,  I  have  endeavoured  to  give  a  fummar)"  view  of  the  events 
of  the  campaign.   It  does  not  belong  to  me  to  enter  into  any  reply  to 
the  critical  obfervations  which  have  been  made  upon  the  condu(5t  of 
particular  expeditions,  or  upon  the  general  difpofition,  and  application  of 
our  naval  and  military  force.      That  argument  will   not  be   declined 
by  thofe,  whofe  fituation  in  his  Majefh's  Councils  renders  them  moft 
competent  to  treat  it  w  ith  efiefl.      But  from  what  lies  within  the  obfer- 
vations of  every  man,  we  may  coUedl,  that  the  general  refultof  the  laft 
campaign  has  not  only  exceeded  our  firft  expectations,  but,  including 
all   the'  advantages  which  the  combined  armies  have  obtained  on  the 
Continent  of  Europe,  including  the  blow  which  has  been  ftruck  againlt 
the  naval  power  of  France,  and  die  acq iiifitions  which  we  have  made  both 
in  the  Eaft  and  Weft  Indies,  and  at  Newfoundland,  the  general  refult  of 
the  laft  campaign  has  not  been  furpaiied  in  effedive  advantage,  either 
with  a  view  to  indemnity,  to  ultimate  fecurity,   or  to  the  intermediate 
means  of  diftrefling  the  enemy  during  the  continuance  of  the  war,  by  any 
campaign  in  which  this  countrx^  has  been  engaged  fince  the  Revolution. 
And  in  this  part  of  the  argument  it  muft  never  be  forgotten,  that  this 
is  the  firft  campaign  of  the  war.     No  man  w-ould  attempt  to  deny  that 
fuch  a  fuccefs,  as  we  have  obtained  in  the  courfe   of  this  year  againft 
France,  would  have   been  deemed  of  decifive  importance  in  the  moft 
brilliant  periods  of  tlie  French  Monarchy.      If,   therefore,  our  fuccefs 
is  now  to  be  undervalued,  it  muft  be  from  an  opinion  that  under  the 
prefent  circumfences  and  iltuation  of  France,  ^her  refources  are  fo  in- 
cxhauftible,   licr  ftrength  is  fo  abfolutely    unconquerable,   that   what 
would  have  been  eilecmed    a  jHomiiing  imprcfilon  againft  any  otlier 
ftate    v^'hich   ever   exifted,     and    agairtft    herfelf    in    other    times, 
muft  now  be  confidercd  as  wholly  nugatory  and   ineft'eclual.      Let  us 
examine  whether  we  have  any  reafonable   ground  to  apprehend,  that 
this  enemy,  whom  we  knov/  to  be  fo  formidable,   is  really  invincible  ; 
let    us    not    be    deterred,     by    die    magnitude   of     her    temporary 
exertions,  from  looking  clofely  into  the  means  by  which  they  have  been 
fupportcd  ;  let  us  fcarch  the  real  foundati(.ns  of  her  apparent  ftrength, 
and  eompaiirig  them  widi  the  nature  and  fourccs  of  our  own  power, 
let  us  decide,  ujK>n  the  true  and  folid   principles   of  political  economy, 
and  upon  the  etlablilhed  maxims  of  all  human  Government,  whcdicr 
both  the  probability  of  our  ultimate  fuccefs,  and  the  neccflity  of  our 
prefent  c^icrtions,  are  not  greatly  incrcafcd  by   the   extraordinary  and 
unprecedented  eharader  of  that  fyftem,   under  which  the   powers  of 
Governu.ent  are  jiow  exercifed  in  P'rance. 

At  the  entrance  of  this  arduous  and  cxtenfive  argument,  I  feci 
myfclf  embarraflcd  by  two  ditHculties  of  a  very  oppofitc  kind  :— To 
apply  to  die  Government  now  prevailing  in  France  the  epithets  which 
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fudi  a   fccne  would  naturally  fuggcft ;  to  call  it  a  fyflem  of  rapine, 
cxtcnrtMn,  and  fraud,  under  the  colour  of  a  lawful  revenue  ;  of  ar- 
bitiaiy  imprifonmcnt,  under  the  falfc  pretence  of  liberty  ;  o^  mur- 
der, under  the  name  of  juftice  ;  a  fyftem,  which  unites  dcrjx>tifm 
-with  anarchy,  and  atheifm  with  perfccution  ;  and  to  adduce  no  par- 
ticular fa6ls  and  proofs  in  fupport  of  fuch  a  charge,  might  well  be 
deemed  idle  declamation  and  empty  invc6live  :  on  the  other  hand,  to 
attempt  to  bring  before  you  all  the  fliocking  and  difgulling  fc.ncs  by 
which  every  part  of  this  charge  might  be  confirmerl,  would  iJad  to  a 
detail  wholly  unfit  for  the  ears  of  a  Britirti  Houfo  of  Commons.      I 
ihall  endeavour,  with  the  utmoft  care,  to, a  void  both  thefe  extremes  ; 
but  if,  finom  tlie  ver>'  nature  of  the  dreadful  tranfac^ions  on  which  it 
is  my  duty  to  comment,   I  fliould  fomctimcs  fall"  into  cither,   the  in- 
dulcjcncc  of  the  Houfe  will  not  be  rcfufed  either  to  the  natural  fenti- 
ment  of  indignation  which  the  view  of  fuch  crimes  mufi  c':.''r  , 
or  to  my  anxietj',  to  draw  from  diem  conclufions  which  may  b<:   j;: 'y 
and  ufefully  applied  to  the  fubjecft  of  our  ^refent  deliberation.    It  i^  ■:  v' 
intention  to  advert  only  to  fuch  of  the  fundamental  principles,  and  of  . 
the  leadir^  branches  of  this  monftrous  fyftem  of  Government,  as  will 
fumilh  the  moft  certain  grounds  for  any  poflible  cftimate  of  its  real 
force,     and   of  its  probable  duration.      But,    although,    every  fa£t 
wtuch  I    iliall  adduce,   will  be  di reded  to  this  particular  point  of  the 
argument  in  the  firft   inftance  ;  from  the  fame  favSls  other  confidera- 
60ns  will  arifc,  and  other  conclufions  wjll  be  drawn,  not  lefs  applica- 
ble, in  my  opinion,  to  the  general  qucftion  of  this  day.  \  ^ 
The  fame  circumftances  which  explain  the   nature  of  that  power 
with  which  we  have  to  contend,  will  alfo  explain  the  ciufcs  of  whatever 
difSculties  we  mav  have  encountered  in  the  contciT,  and  enable  us  to 
judge,   whether  they  are  to  be  furmountcd  by  pcrfcvcrance  :   the  fame 
circumllanccs  ^"ill  alfo  ferve  to  fhew,  whctlier  the  further  exttnfion  of 
the  fvitcm   now  prevalent  in  France  is  to  he  conlKicrrd  ns  a  matter 
of  indifference,  or  as  an  objed  of  terror  by  the  other  powers  of  Europe, 
and  particularly  by  Great  Britain  ;  and  whether  it  be,  or  be  not,  an  ef- 
fential  and  inherent  quality  of  that  fyftem,  to  extend  itfclf  abroad,  as 
the  onlv  fecuritv  for  its  exiftence  at  home.      Thcfc  and  other  infe- 
rcnces    will   be   made  from  whatever  detail  1    may   be  permitted   to 
lay  before  you,  in -endeavouring  to  give  you  a  fiiirh.iul  picture  of  the 
true  ftateand  condition  of  France  at  the  prefent  m^ircn:. 

On  the  31ft  of  May,  a  revolution  tO(jk  place  in  the  Government 
of  France,  as  extraordinary  in  its  circumftanccF,  and  ar>  fuddcn  and 
vif4cnt  in  its  efFedls,  as  any  of  thofe  convuluons,  by  v/nich  that  un- 
kippy  country  has  been  afflicted  at  any  periotl  of  the  late  difturbances. 
Hif  rx  «^ivtirinn  nf  nr^rifplv  the  fime  intri^Tues  and  the  fame  violences 
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which  had  been  ufed  to  bring  about  all  the  former  revolutions,  thro^ 
the  terror  which  the  Jacobin  clubinfpired,  and  by  the  abfolute  domi-J 
nion  which  the  Municipality  of  Paris  has  invariably  exercifcd  over 
the  pretended  National  Affcmblies.     A  few  individuals,  of  no  diftin- 
guifhed  talents,  of  the  moft  dcfperatc  and  profligate  charadlers,   de- 
fpifed  until  that  moment,  even  in  France,  for  the  wild  extravagance 
of  their  principles,  and  detefted  even  there  for  their  fanguinary  and 
vindi6tive  fpirit,  drove  from  the  Government  a  powerful  majority  of 
the  Convention  confifting  of  men,  who,  although  equally  guilty   of 
the  crimes  and  calamities  of  their  country,  were  at  leaft.  fupported  by 
whatever  remained  of  landed  or  commercial  intereft  in  the  nation,   by 
a  great  majority  of  the  departments,    and  by  all  the  principal  cides, 
and  manufa6luring  towns.     Above  an  hundred  and  forty  Members  of 
the  Convention  were  expelled  by  force  from  their  feats   in  one  day  ; 
many  of  them  were  immediately  imprifoned  ;  and  fincc  that  time, 
thofe  who  have  not  perifhcd  on  the  fcafFold,  have  cither  fled  the  coun- 
try, ordeftroyed  tliemfelvcs  from  the  terror  of  fuffcring  the  fame  indigni- 
ties and  cruelties,  which  they  had  already  exercifcd  on  others,  and  which 
they  would  have  exercifcd  on  the  antagonifts,  if  the  vidtory  in  this  def- 
perate  conteft  had  taken  a  different  inclination. 

I  (hall  not  dwell  in  this  place  upon  the  inftability  of  any  ei^ge- 
ment  which  could  have  been  entered  into  with  a  Government  fubjedl, 
from  its  nature,  to  fuch  fudden,  total,  and  repeated  changes,  both  of  men 
and  of  meafures ;  I  will  only  requefl  you  to  bear  this  general  obfervauon 
in  mind,  and  to  apply  it  to  a  fubfequcnt  part  of  the  argument. 

The  party  which  had  triumphed  by  fuch  means,  recollecting  that 
the  Convention  had  been  chofcn  for  tlie  exprcfs  purpofc  of  new  mo- 
delling the  Conftitution,  although  little  or  no  progrefs  had  been  hither- 
to made  in  that  work,  haftily,  in  the  courfc  of  tlirec  weeks  after 
their  accefTion  to  power,  put  forth  a  moft  extraordinary  production, 
under  the  title  of  a  new  Conftitution. 

This  new  verfion  of  the  natural  rights  of  man  contains  a  digeft 
of  every  vifionary  notion  of  political  liberty,  which  has  appeared  in  the 
fpeculations  of  the  moft  wild  of  all  the  French  pliilofophcrs,  mixed 
with  fome  principles  and  regulatioas,  which  bear  the  appearance  of 
regard  for  the  lives,  liberties,  and  properties  of  tlie  people.  What- 
ever may  be  the  abfurdities  of  this  fyftcm,  it  at  leaft  fervcs  to  (hew 
what  were  the  principles  of  Government,  which  the  prcfcnt  rulers  of 
France  afTcrtcd  to  be  not  only  indifpcnfably  neccflary  to  the  happincfs 
of  the  people,  but  founded  in  ftri6t  right ;  and  in  this  view,  it  may 
be  a  matter  of  curiofity,  to  compare  this  Conftitution  with  the  fubfe- 
qucnt meafures  of  thofe  who  framed  it.  Not  only  the  extravagant 
principle  of  individual  fufFrage,  but  its  natural  woScaucncc^  the  nriiu 
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dple  of  individual  Icgiflatiqn,  were  enafted  in  their  fuUeft  extent ;  the 
laws  were  to  be  fubmitted  to  the  fani^on  of  the  primary  aflemblies* 
and  to  derive  their  validity  and  binding  force  from  the  individual  af- 
fent  of  above  twenty  millions  of  men.     It  was  particularly  enacted, 
that  all  regulations  aifeding  civil  and  criminal  juilice,  the  nature, 
amounty  and  colledion  of  public  contributions,  and  all  alterations  in 
the  current  coin,  or  circulating  medium  ihould  require  the  previous 
fandicm  of  the  whole  nation  ;  certain  obje<3s  of  inferior  importance, 
were  to  be  determined  by  the  decree  of  the  reprefentative  body,  with- 
out any  reference  to  their  Conftituents  ;  the  reprefentative  body  was  to 
be  changed  annually ;   the  Executive  Council,  in  which  was  folely 
veftcd  whatever  Executive  authority  was   fufFcred  to  remain  in  the 
ftate,  was  to  be  fcledcd  by  the  Convention,  from  a  lift  framed  by 
the  electoral  aflemblics  of  die  people,  one  half  of  which  lift  was  to 
be  renewed  every  fix  months  ;  the  municipal  officers  were  to  be  chofcn 
abMutely  by  the  people  in  the  departments.      In  order  to  render  the 
adminiftration  of  criminal  juftice  indepcndant  of  the  Execudve  or 
Legiflative  authority,  it  was  enaded,  that  the  judges,  in  all  the  or- 
dinaiy  courts  of  juftice,  (hould  be  annually  chofen  by  the  eledoral  af- 
fcmblies,   and  that  there  (hould  be  a  court  of  general  appeal,  the 
judges    of    which     (hould     be     eledlcd    in    the   fame    manner; 
certain  leading  principles  were  folemnly  recognifcd,  both  in  the  de- 
claration of  rights,  and  in  the  concluding  part  of  the  Conftitution, 
which  is  entitled  the  guarantee  of  the  rights  of  man — thefc  principles 
were    "  that  no  man  ftiould  be  judged^  and  punijhedy  until  he  had  been 
"  heard;  that  punijhments  Jhould  bear  a  due  proportion  to  crimes  ;  that 
"  tht  right  cf  propertyy  was  that  right  which  belongs  to  every  citizen^  of 
"  enjoying  and  difpojing  of  according  to  his  pleafure^  his  goods ^  his  in* 
"  come^    the  fruits  of  his  lab(fur^    and  of  his  indufiry  ; — that  no  perfon 
**  c^uld  be  deprived  of  the  leajl  portion  of  his  property   without  his  own 
**  confentf   unlefs  under  the  preffure  of  a  public  necejftty  legally  proved^ 
"  and  under  the  condition  of  a  juft  and  previous  indemnity  ;    thai  the 
"  n^A/  of  petitioning  ought  in  no  cafe  to  be  intcrdiSled^  fufpended^  or  limit" 
"  €d;   that  the  people  have   always  the   right  to  revife^  reform^    atui 
**  change   the    Conjlitution ;     and  finally ^    that    the    Constitution 

"  GUARANTEES  TO  THfe  WHOLE  PEOPLE  OF  FraNCE,  LIBERTY, 
"  SAFETY,  PROPERTY,  THE  PUBLIC  DEBT,  THE  FREE  EXERCISE 
*'  OF  RELIGIOUS  WORSHIP,  THE  RIGHT  OF  PETITIONING,  AND 
**  THE    RIGHT    OF  ASSEMBLING    IN  POPULAR  SOCIETIES."       And 

for  the  better  fecurity  of  the  people  againft  any  violation  of  thefe  rights 
ind  privileges,  it  was  declared,  **  that  the  oppression  of  a  single 

"  MEMVCROF    THE  SOCIETY  WAS  TO   BE  DEEMED  THE   OPPRES- 
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"  Ihould  violate  the  rights  of  the  people,  insurrection  becaivi i: 

"  BOTH  THE  MOST  SACRED  RIGHT,  AND  THE  MOST  INDISPEN- 
"  SABLE  DUTY,  NOT  ONLY  OF  THE  PEOPLE  AT  LARGE,  BUT  OF 
*'    EVERY  PORTION  AND  DIVISION  OF  THEM  ." 

This  formal  recognition  of  fome  principles  of  incontcftiblc  truth , 
mingled  with  many  of  the  moft  incoherent  dreams,  and  many  of  the" 
moft  pernicious  doftrincs,  which  ever  occurred  to  the  moft  enthufiafTic 
zealot  or  the  moft  wicked  confpirator  in  the  caufc  of  abfolute  and  unqualified 
democracy,  was  tendered  to  die  people  in  the  feveral  departments  for  their 
acceptance  ^  and,  if  wc  are  to  believe  the  reports  made  to  the  Con- 
vention, was  a(Sually  accepted  by  a  large  majority.     The  acceptance 
of  this  model  of  perfcclion,  which  was  to  fccure  for  ever  the  happinefs 
and  profperity  of  France,  wasfolemnly  celebrated  by  a  civic  feaft,  on  a 
day  aptly  chofcn  for  fuch  a  ceremony,  on  the  annivcrfary  of  the  maffacrc 
of  the  I  oth  of  Auguft,  when  the  hft  Conftitution,  to  which  the  People 
of  France  had  fworn,  was  overthrown  by  force,  when  magiftratcs  were 
murdered  for  executing  the  laws,  citizens  for  defending  property,  and 
troops  for  obeying  the  orders  of  thofe,  to  wliom,  by  law,  they  ovi-cd 
obedience.      But  mark  the  fequel  of  this  folemnity.     The  dilTolutk^A 
of  the  Convention,  the  nccclfary  and  immediate  confequeuce  of  this 
new  Conftitution,  would  have  deftroyed  the  poM^er  of  the  now  reigning 
party :  many  other  branches  of  this  Conftitution  would  have  been 
equally  incompatible  with  the  duration  of  their  authority.     Not  only, 
therefore,  thofe  articles  which  related  to  the  form  of  the  Executive 
power,  and  to  the  elec^tion  of  the  Lcgiflature,  wore  left  unexecuted, 
but   the  whole  Municipal  Conilitution,  and  every  article,    in    any  , 
degree,    favourr.ble  to  pcrfonal  liberty,   to  lifc^  or  to  propcrt}%  were 
continually  vi(^latcd  without  fcruplr,  md  wlilu^ut  dii-xuife  ;  until,   on  | 
the  I  oth  of  October,   the  whole  entire  of  the  indctealible,   inalienable  1 
rights  of  man,  from  which  nothing  can  dcrogrc,   which  admit  of  no  | 
modifications  of  expediency,  which  neither  bend  to  times  nor  circuni-  | 
ftances,  nor  even  to  the  praflical  happinefs  of  focicty    was  formally  i 
and  openly  fufpcnded  ;  and,  in  defiance  of  the   fovereign  people,  a  j 
new  and  unheard-of  fpecics  of  government   was  eftabliflied,   which, 
growing  out  of  the  thcorj'  of  impracticable  liberty,  was  to  be  main- 
tained by  the  practice  of  the  moft    unmitigated  tyranny.     A  decree 
was  paflcd,  by  which  the  whole  Executive  authority  of  the  State  \\ns 
thrown  into  the  hands  of  the  Committee  of  Public  Welfare.     Provi- 
fion  was  made  for  the  rapid  execution  of  what  arc  termed  Rcv()hi- 
tionary  Laws  ;  and  for  the  dircc.Uon  and  employment  of  a  Revolu- 
tionary Army,  in  order  to  reprefs  every  fymptom  of  a  counter-revolu- 
tionary fpirit ;  and  among  tlie  great  fundamental  articles  of  this  counter- 
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dcjartmcnts  (hould  be  fcized  at  the  difcretion  of  this  new  Government  j 
and  chat  garrifons  (hould  be  placed  in  all  Counter-revolutionary  towns, 
to  be  paid  and  maintained  at  the  fole  charge  of  perfons  of  property. 
This  decree  was  propofed  exprefsly  for  the  purpofe  of  punifhing,  "  not 
traitors  only,  but  even  thofe  who  dared  to  be  indifferent  to  the  caufe  of  the 
exifiing  G^AJernmenty  who  had  the  audacity  to  be  pajpvey  and  to  do  nothing 
Ur  the  Jyvereignty  of  (he  people :"  it  was  faid,  "  that  fuch  perfons  mufi 
*'  be  governed  by  the  f wordy  fince  it  was  impoffihle  to  govern  them  by  the 
maxims  cf  jufiice:^  it  was  faid,  "  that  the  Confiitution  of  the  loth 
if  Augujiy  1793,  was  not  fufficientiy  VIOLENT  to  reprefs  fuch  dan^ 
*'  gerous  attempts  againfi  liberty  :"  it  was  faid,  "  that  revolutionary 
laws  could  never  be  executed,  unlefs  the  Government  itfelf  was  confli- 
tuted  in  a  revolutionary  manner''  Such  was  the  origin,  and  fuch 
is  the  form  of  that  monfter  in  politics  ;  of  which,  as  the  very  notion 
involves  a  contradiction  of  ideas,  the  name  cannot  be  expreffed  with- 
out a  contradiiSion  in  terms, — A  Revolutionary  Government  I  a  Govern- 
ment which,  for  the  ordinary  adminiftration  of  affairs,  rcforts  to  thofe 
means  of  violence  and  outrage  which  had  been  hitherto  confidered, 
even  in  France,  as  being  cxclufively  appropriated  to  the  laudable  and 
iacrcd  purpofe  of  fubvcrting  all  lawful  and  regular  authority.  The 
fcnfe  of  the  epithet  Revolutionary ,  which  is  fo  laviflaly  applied  by  the 
Convention  to  every  part  of  this  new  fyftcm,  requires  fome  explana- 
tion. An  cxtraft  from  the  proceedings  of  the  National  Convention, 
will  ferve  to  exemplify  the  manner  in  which  that  lingular  phrafe  is 
underftood  and  admired,  by  the  moft  unqueftionable  authority,  in  the 
fci^nce  of  revolutions.  Barrere  makes  a  report  refpedling  the  fituation 
of  the  Republic,  in  the  month  of  December ;  he  reads  a  variety  of 
dlipatches  from  the  National  Commiffioners  in  various  parts  of  the 
Republic  ;  and,  at  length,  he  produces  a  letter  from  Carrier,  one  of 
the  Commiffioners  of  the  Convention,  dated  Nantz,  December  i  o. 
This  letter,  after  giving  an  account  of  a  fuccefsful  attack  againft  the 
Ro}"aUfts,  concludes  with  the  following  remarkable  words :  "  This 
event  has  been  followed  by  anothery  WHICH  HAS  HOWEVER  NO- 
THING NEW  IN  ITS  NATURE.  Fifty-eight  individuals,  h^zim  by  the 
name  of  Refractory  Priefisy  arrived  at  hiantzfrom  Anglers,  "They  were 
"  jbut  up  in  a  barge  on  the  river  Loirey  and  lafl  night  they  were  all  funk  to 
**  the  bottom  of  that  river — What  A  REVOLUTIONARY  TOR- 
RENT IS  THE  Loire  !"  — You  expert,  perhaps,  to  hear,  that  the 
diiguiling  relation  of  this  inhuman  actipn  raifcd  fome  emotions  of  hor- 
v.iXy  if  not  compaffion,  in  the  audience :  you  expcft  to  hear,  tliat  the 
Convention  manife(led  their  refentment  at  this  abufe  of  the  revolutio- 
niry  language  j  but  does  any  fymptom  of  fuch  fentiments  appear  P  — 
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No!  after  having  liftened  to  this  interefting  report,  the  Convention 
votes  the  following  refolution:  *'  The  National  Convention j  highly  Ja- 
*'  fisfied  with  the  report  of  Barrere^  orders  it  to  he  printed^  injerted  in 
"  the  Votes  J  emdjent  to  all  the  armies" 

Highly  fatisfied  with  this  figurative  illuftration  of  the  ftylc^nd  title 
of  that  gracious  and  mild  Government  which  they  had  fo  lately  infti- 
tuted,  dicy  order  it  to  be  proclaimed  and  publiftied  over  the  whole 
-territory  of  the  Republic,  to  conciliate  the  afiedtions  of  a  free  people, 
and  to  animate  the  enthufiafm  of  a  brave  and  generous  army.     Here 
you  learn  the  full  force  and  energy  of  their  new  phrafeology.     The 
Loire  is  a  Revolutionary  torrent,  becaufe  it  has  been  found  an  ufeftil 
and  cxpeditiobs  inftrument  of  maflacre,   becaufe  it  has  deftroyed,    by 
a  fudden  and  violent  death,  fiftj'-eight  men,   againft  whom  no  crime 
was  alledged,  but  the  venerable  charaSer  of  their  facred  funftion,  and 
their  faithful  adherence  to  the  principles  of  their  religion.      But  this 
event  is  truly  faid  to  have  nothing  new  in  its  nature ;   I  dwell  upon  it 
for  the  application  of  the  phrafe,-  not  for  the  Angularity  of  the  fa£l : 
every  proceeding  fince  the  commencement  of  the  troubles  in  France, 
which  has  been  dignified  by  the  title  of  Revolutionarv'^,    is  marked 
with  fimilar  charadters  of  violence  or  blood.     The  fcizure  of  the  pro- 
perty of  the  Clergy,  and  of  the  nobilitjs  was  a  Revolutionary  mea- 
fure  \ — tlie  affaflinations  of  Foulon  and  Bcrthier  at  Paris,  and  of  the 
/King's  guards  at  Vcrfailles   in  the  year  1789,    were  Revolutionary 
meafures ; — all  the  fucceeding  outrages,  the  burning  of  the  title  deeds 
and  country  houfes  of  all  gentlemen  of  landed  property ;   the  num- 
berlefs  confifcations,  banifhments,  profcriptions,  and  murders  of  inno- 
cent pcrfons — all  thefc  were  Revolutionary  meafures ; — the  maffacres 
of  the  I  oth  of  Auguft,  and  of  the  2d  of  September,  the  attempt  to 
extend  the  miferies  of  civil  difcord  over  the  whole  world,  the  more 
fuccefsful  projedl  of  involving  all  Europe  in  the  calamities  of  a  ge- 
neral war,  were  truly  Revolutionary  meafures  ; — the  infulting  mockery 
of  a  pretended  trial,  to  which  they  fubjedted  their  humane  and  benevo- 
lent Sovereign,  and  the  horrid  cruelty  of  his  unjuft,   precipitate,   and 
execrable  murder —  were  moji  Revolutionary  meafures.     It  has  been  the 
art  of  the  ruling  faflion  of  the  prcfcnt  hour,  to  compound  and  to  confo- 
lldate  the  fubftance  of  all  thefc  dreadful  tranfadlions  in  one  mafs ;  to  con- 
centrate all  their  noxious  principles,  and,  by  a  new  proccfs,  to  extraft  from 
them  a  fpirit,  which  combines  the  malignity  of  each  with  the  vio- 
lence of  all ;  and  that  is  the  true  fpirit  of  a  Revolutionary  Govern- 
ment. 

Some  of  the  general  principles  and  fundamental  maxims  maintained 
by  the  founders  of  this  Government  are  fo  curious,  that  it  is  impof- 
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fiblc  to  pais  diem  over  in  filence.  They  rcprefent,  tfiaC  in  a  revolu- 
tionaiy  ftate^  ci'vii  liberty  (including  the  pcrfonal  freedom,  the  inte- 
Tdts,  and  the  happinefs  of  individuals)  is  but  a  fecondaiy  objcdl,  the 
p'incipal  end  of  fuch  a  Government  being,  (what  they  call)  public  li^ 
L-riy^  whkhy  ^iccording  to  their  definition,  does  not  coniift  in  the 
pafonal  freedom  of  individuals,  but  in  the  unreftrained  atid  arbitrary 
cxcrcife  of  tlie  SuprenK  Executive  Power*  They  aflert,  that  under 
the  exifting  circumftances,  iiierty  muji  be  conftdered  to  be  in  aftate  of 
ttw,  not  with  foreign  powers  merely,  but  with  her  numerous  enemies 
in  tl^  bofom  of  the  Republic  :  it  follows  as  a  confcquence  of  this 
principle,  that  thofe  who  %£\.  under  the  commiiTion  of  liberty,  may 
for  her  fake  imprifon,  plunder,  and  deftroy  by  the  fword,  the  inhabi- 
tants of  France,  according  to  the  rights  of  war,  as  exercifed  by  bel- 
ligerent powers  in  an  enemy's  country.  This  abftraft  idea  of  li- 
berty at  war  with  the  properties,  the  lives,  and  the  perfonal  freedom 
Iff  the  people,  however  incomprehenfible  to  a  nation  accuftomed  to 
feel  the  pfa£tical  and  fubftantial  advantages  of  a  free  Conftitution,  is 
the  favourite  do6^rine  of  Roberfpierre,  to  which  the  Convention  has 
fubfiriibed  with  the  warmeft  zeal :  connected  with  this,  is  the  main 
and  leading  maxim,  upon  which  their  whole  fyftem  turns  ;  it  is  tx^ 
pre&d  in  tenns,  which,  although  originally  derived  from  the  pro- 
ceedings of  this  Houfe,  will  appear  to  you.  Sir,  fomewhat  Angular  in 
their  application  ;  it  is,  that  terror  should  be  the 
ORDER  OF  THE  DAY  ;  and  that,  (for  the  purpofe  of  enforcing 
a  general  obfervance  of  this  order)  the  salutary  movement  of 
timrjhould  be  circulated  from  one  extremity  of  the  Republic  to  the  other ^ 
hy  means  of  a  rapid  executim  of  the  Revolutionary  laws.  Here  then  you 
p»Tceiv*e,  that  terror  is  not  only  the  avowed  inftrumentj,  but  the  folc 
end  of  what  in  this  new  fyftcm  is  called  by  the  name  of  law.  The 
Government  openly  renounces  the  antiquated  error,  of  founding  itfelf 
in  the  afFodlions,  the  intereds,  and  the  happinefs  of  the  people^  and 
pd>Iicly  declares,  with  a  boldnefs  unparalleled  in  the  hiftory  of  ufur- 
{Btion,  that  it  neither  pofleiTcs,  nor  expeds,  nor  dciires  any  other  fe- 
curity  ior  the  maintenance  of  its  power,  than  abje(5l  fear^  and  general 
condemation. 

To  dilTufe  this  ccnfternation  as  widely  as  poffible,  and  to  remove 
every  obilacle  to  the  rapid  circulation  of  that  fentiment,  which  was  fo 
clTtntially  neccffaty  to  the  vigour  and  adion  of  the  adminiftration,  an 
operation  was  performed,  which  may  be  confidcrcd  as  the  preliminary 
ftep  to  the  general  introduction  of  the  whole  plan.  In  open  violation 
of  the  principles,  folcmnly  fanc^ioned  in  the  Conftituticn,  whereby 
tile  abiUute  choice  of  the  municipal  officers  is  referved  to  the  people,, 
Commiflrioners  were  fent  into  csqty  city,  town,  and  village  of  France, 
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to  regenerate  the  municipalities ;  that  is,  to  fubftitute  in  the,  place  of 
municipal  officers,  chofen  by  the  inhabitants,    under  their  forms  of 
de^^ion,  officers  named  according  to  the  fole  and  arbitrary  will  of  thefe 
commiffioners. 

But  even  this  was  not  fufficient ;  die  right  of  affembling  in  popular  (b* 
cieties,  which Iiad  been  deemed  of  fuch  importance  as  to  hold  a  place  in 
that  partof  thcConftitution  which  is  entitled  the  guarantee  of  the  rights  of 
man,  being  found  inconvenient  in  a  Revolutionary  (Vate,  wasalfo  fetalide 
without  fcruple  ;  and  the  fame  Commiflioncrs.had  orders  to  regenerate 
.  all  the  popular  Jocieties.     This  work  of  regeneration  was  performed  dif- 
ferently, according  to  the  exigency  of  the  particular  cafe ;  in  feme 
places,  the  obnoxious  perfons  were  imprifoncd,  in  others  they  were 
executed,   and  in  all,  they  were  replaced,   as  I  have  already  dated,  by 
perfons  named  at  the  difcrction  of  the  Commiffioners.      In  many  in- 
ftances,  however,  the  averfion  to  the  new  tjTanny  was  found  fo  obfti- 
nate  and  incurable,  that  the  Commiffioners  were  aftually  obliged  to 
fend  to  Paris  for  good  Sans  Culottes,  warranted  by  the  Jacobin  club, 
and  to  appoint  them  to  fill  the  municipal  offices,  and  tlie  popular  focie- 
ties.     The  extrad  which  I  fhall  now  read  from  a  letter  of  one  of  thefc 
Conmiiffioners,  will  give  a  fummar)'^  view  of  this  extraordinary  ftretch 
of  arbitrary  power,  and  of  the  principles  with  which  it  was  connefted. 
**  Herault  Sechelles,    in  a  letter  dated  Plotzheiniy   Ncroember  27,  gceue 
**  an  account  of  his  meafures  for  rejhring  the  Republican  fpirit  in  the  de-- 
"  partnient  of  the  Upper  Rhine »    He  had  regenerated  the  popular  focieties^ 
**  and  Committees y    organized  the  movement  of  terror^  created  a  central 
*^  Committee   of  RtDolutionary  aSfivity^    detached  a   Revolutionary,  force 
"  from  the  armjy    to  trauerfe  the  whole  department ;    ere£ied  a  Revolu- 
**  tionary  tribunal ^  and  was  preparing  a  feajiy  afid  celebration  of  reafon^ 
**  a  remarkable  conquefl  in  that  part  of  the  count ry^  cfuerprofoundigna^ 
^\  rancCf  and  inveterate  fanaticifm**     Thus,  Sir,  was  erefted  a  Govern-- 
ment,  which  in  its  form,  in  its  avowed  principles,  and  in  its  general 
fpirit,    is  not  only  incompatible  widi  the  exiflence  of  all  jufl  and  ratio- 
nal liberty,  but  dircdly  contradiSory  to  all  thofe  opinions  which  hav« 
been  fo  induftrioufly  intulcatcd  in  France,  and  to  every  do£h"ine  which 
has  been  (to  ufe  their  own  phrafc)  confecrated  in  either  the  new  or  the 
old  vcrfion  of  the  Rights  of  Man.     Thus  was  eflablifhed,    and  thus 
is  now  exercifed,  a  Government,  which  is,  in  the  flridleft  fcnfe  of  the 
words^  the  moft  atrocious,  and  the  moft  degrading  tyranny,  that  hat 
ever  trampled  on  tlie  liberties,  and  fported  with  die  happinefs  of  a 
great  nation. 

If  this  defcription  feems  to  be  exa^erated,  look  at  the  praftice, 
look  at  the  details  of  this  Government !    View  its  operation  and  cfFe6l 
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upon  an  thoTe  inean«»  by  which  the  great  ends  of  civil  fociety  are  to  be 

Inquire  fibm  what  (burces  and  through  what  chnnnels  it  draws  the 
pubfic  revenue  ?  how  it  afie£ls  the  fyftems  of  agriculture  and  com- 
merce? with  what  attention  to  the  internal  profperity  of  the  country 
it  levies  and  maintains  the  public  force  ?  what  provifion  it  makes  for ' 
pure  and  equal  adminiftration  of  juftice  ?  how  it  regards  religion,  that 
great  bafis  of  every  nnoral  and  civU  duty  ?  and  as  the  refult  of  all  thefc 
coniidciationSy  what  is  the  real  condition  of  all  the  inhabitants  of 
France,  with  refpedl  to  the  fecurity  of  liberty,  of  property,  and  of 
life  ?  and  confequcntly,  what  muft  be  the  difpofition  and  temper  of 
tbc  people^  what  the  permanent  ftrength  of  the  ftate  under  all  its  ac- 
^Jal  ditumftancesy  and  what  the  ftability  of  that  power,  which  now 
menaces,   and  holds  at  defiance,   the  Uunited  force  of  Europe  ? 

At  the  acccfllon  of  the  Revolutionary  Government,  the  expenditure 
t)f  France  ftood,  as  far  as  can  be  gathered  from  an  account  of  three 
months,  at  the  end  of  the  year  1792,  at  tlie  enormous  rate  of  twelve 
nullions  fleriing  per  month.  The  refources  of  the  country  had  already 
been  greatly  injured  by  former  mifmanagement :  Agriculture  and 
internal  trade  had  already  fufFcred  by  the  firft  attempts  towards  the 
eibblifliment  of  that  gigantic  fyftem  of  military  force,  which  has  fincc 
been  carried  to  fuch  an  excefs  ;  foreign  commerce  had  already  much 
declined ;  and  both  public  and  private  credit  had  been  greatly  embar- 
nffcd  bv  the  quantity  of  aflignats  in  circulation  ;  an  evil  of  fuch 
nugmtudc,  that  even  as  early  as  the  month  of  November  1792, 
the  launder  of  the  Netherlands  was  propofed  by  the  Minifter  of 
Finance,  as  the  only  remedy  which  could  avert  the  impending  dan- 
ger. I 

Since  the  revolution  of  the  31ft  of  May,  tlie  expenditure  has 
been  fo  much  increafcd,  that,  according  even  to  the  accounts  laid  bc- 
fure  the  Convention  itfclf,  the  expence  of  the  month  of  Auguft  was 
ibovc  eighteen  millions  Jlerling :  and  there  is  reafon  to  believe  that 
the  real  charges  of  the  fucceeding  months  may  have  exceeded  that  fum. 
Cut  as  the  i^'fe  en  majjiy  or  compulfory  levy  of  the  mafs  of  .the 
people,  took  place  about  that  time,  by  which  it  is  ftatcd,  that  five  hun- 
dred thoufand  additional  men  have  been.raifed,  the  maintenance  of 
fo  vaft  an  army  muft  be  fuch  an  increafcd  charge,  as  feems  to 
juftify  the  fuppofition  that  eighteen  millions  fterling  may  be  taken  as 
the  average  of  the  prefent  monthly  expenditure  of  the  Revolutionary 
Government.  This  would  make  an  annual  expenditure  (f  two  hundred 
onijixteen  millions  Jierling ;  a  fum  which  nearly  approaches  to  the 
amount  of  the  whole  national  debt  of  England  ♦. 


j:_- — . 


5t  PARLIAMENTARY  A,  1794 

The  total  ordinary  revenue  of  France  before  the  war  was  ftated  t< 
be  about  600  millions,  or  about  25  millions  fterling,  arilii>g  from 
duties  on  imports,    taxes  upon  real  and  perfonal  property,    ilam| 
duties,  and  duties  on  regiftry  of  deeds,  bills  of  exchange,  notes  oj 
hand,  &c.     The  total  collective  Income  of  nil  the  individuals  ir 
France  is  ftated,  in  the  Financial  Reports  of  tlie  prefent  government, 
to  be  one  hundred  and  twenty  millions  fterling,  of  which  one  third 
is  faid  to  arife  from  commerce ;  fo  that,  if  the  account  here  given  be 
corredl,  (and  there  *is  every  reafon  to  credit  it)  it  appears  that  tlic 
annual  expenditure  of  the  Government  of  France  at  prefent  exceeds 
the  total  colledive  income  of  the  individuals  of  the  country  by   die 
enormous  fum  of  96  millions  fterling :  or,  in  other  wordsi  that  there 
is  an  annual  wafte  of  nincty-flx  millions  of  the  Agi^gatc  Capital  of 
France,  by  the  expenditure  of  the  government  alone,  bcfides  what 
is  confumed  by  the  expences  of  private  individu;ils.     To  fupply  an 
expenditure  infinitely  exceeding  the  prodigality  and  extravagance    of 
-any  government  that  ever  yet  appeared  in  the  world,  the  Revolutionary' 
Government  had  recourfe  at  firft  to  the  praftice  of  increaiing  the  inafs 
of  paper  money.     They  declared,  tliat  they  had  no  other  means  of 
fuftaining  the  preffure  of  the  prefent  war,  than  by  the  creation  of  an 
additional  quantity  of  affignats,  upon  the  pledge  of  the  National  Pro^ 
ferty,    confifting  of  the  ancient  church  lands,    the   eftates  of   the 
Crown,  the  refumed  grants  or  falcs  of  Crown  lands,  and  the  eftates, 
real  and  perfonal,  of  the  emigrants,  and  of  all  perfons  executed  for 
ftatc  crimes.     But  they  have  been  compelled  to  confefs,  that  this  re- 
fourcc  of  aflignats  cannot  be  available  to  any  thing  like  the  extent  to 
which  it  was  carried  by  their  predcceflbrs  ;   and  both  from  their  lan- 
guage and  their  meafures  there  is  every  reafon  to  believe,  that  they 
arc  convinced  it  cannot  long  be  available  at  all.     There  is   not  a 
fiiigle  fpeech  or  report  upon  the  fubjecl  of  Finance,  in  which  the 
quantity  of  aflignats  already  in  circulation  is  not  reprefented   as  a 
jgrievance  of  the  mo(t  urgent  nature.      In  one  of  the  reports  they  de- 
clare, that  afljgnats  arc  become  their  only  inftrument  of  commerce 
and  meafure  of  value  ;  they  give  them  the  favourite  title  of  Revolu- 
tlmary  Mcney  ;  and  then  they  dcfcribc  their  effcdls,  which  arc  indeed 


9nd  the   total  expenditure,  of  IraacC}  according  tb  the  monihly   accounts,  was,  in 

French  livrcs, 

for  April,  1793  — 460,000,000 

May,  -— —  . — —  315,000,000 

June,  -: 192,000,000 

July,  253,000,000 

Augud,  * —  •  '400,000,000 

Scpi.cmbcr,  fuppoicd  Irom  incrcafed  cxptnce  400,000,000 


a,oeo,()oo,ooo 
This  makes  the  deficiency  for  a  year,  upon  a  computation  drawn  from  6  monlhi, 
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of  the  genuine  Revolutionary  charader  ;  they  fay,  ajjignats  grind  the 
**  /Nwr,  duai  the  rlcbj  fotfunt  auaritey  and  nourijh  every  Jpectes  of  ruinous 
"  ffeadation  ♦." 

Upon  this  reafoning  they  detennine  that  it  is  abfolutely  neceflfary 
to  diminifh  the  quantity  of  aflignats  in  circulation,  and  they  entcr\ 
upon  a  variety  of  projedts  and  experiments  for  that  purpofe,  which, 
together  form  a  fyftem  of  finance  fo  abfurd  and  iniquitous  in  its 
principle,  and  fo  rapidly  deftradlive  in  its  operation,  that  its  exigence 
in  an  age  convcrfant  with  every  queftion  of  political  economy  would 
be  incredible,  if  it  were  not  capable  of  proof  by  reference  to  the  au- 
thentic reports  of  the  feveral  Committees,  and  to  the  decrees  of  the 
Convcntic^n.  One  of  their  firft  ftcps  was  to  forbid,  under  colour  of 
a  Rrpubiican  zeal  for  the  extLn<51ion  of  every  trace  and  veftige  of  the 
monarchy,  the  circulation  of  all  aflignats  of  above  an  hundred  livres, 
bearing  the  image  of  the  late  King.  This  outrageous  adt  of  public 
fraud  is  attempted  to  be  juftified  by  a  mod  lingular  train  of  reafoning. 
Twelve  or  fifteen  hundred  millions  of  livres,  (that  is,  about  50  or  60 
millions  fterling)  tlicy  fay,  arc  due  on  account  of  arrears  by  the  pur- 
chafers  of  national  domains ;  and  fix  or  fevcn  hundred  millions  of 
livres  (that  is  from  25  to  30  millions  fterling)  arc  due  on  account  of 
arrears  of  taxes  ;  they  tlierefore  permit  thcfe  diJmonied\  aflignats,  as 
the)'  call  them,  to  be  received  at  the  public  trcafury  in  payment  of 
cither  of  thcfe  claffcs  of  arrears,  provided  fuch  payment  be  made 
before  the  ill  of  Januar\%  i794§.  It  is  evident  that  tliis  relief  . 
could  have  only  a  partial  operation ;  it  makes  no  provifion  whatever 
for  the  cafe  of  diat  numerous  dcfcription  of  pcrfons  who  migltt  be  in 
poflHfion  of  royal  aflignats  above  the  value  of  an  hundred  livres,  and 
yet  might  not  be  indebted  to  the  public  trcafury  to  that  amount.  But 
this  was  followed  by  a  proceeding  fiiil  more  violent:  on  the  14th  of 
Dec.  it  appeared  that  there  remained  royal  aflignats  of  above  1 00 
livres  outftanding  to  die  amount  of  178  millions  of  livres,  a  fum 
exceeding  7  millions  flcrling.  Cambon,  in  reporting  upon  the  fub- 
jett,  treats  this  fum  as  a  mere  trifle  ;  he  adds,  that  none  but  Arifto- 
crats  could  at  that  period  be  the  holders  of  royal  aflignats,  and  po- 
body  could  feel  any  regret  at  feeing  them  pcrifli  in  fuch  hands  ;  be- 

•  This  is  excluHve  of  forged  afH^nats  to  a  taft  amount* 

^                     Thr  total  number  of  afli^nau  created,  has  been  '5,100,000,000 

y.n  caifle,  on  the  ift  o\  May               485,000,000 

Ifj'ucd  about              —                      _  4,615,0^.0,000 

Burnt  l.>  ill  of  Au^uft               —             —  408,000,000 

Ken>ai.><'d          • 3>775)Ooo,ooo 

Royal  alTignats  demonctifes             585,000,000 

Id  circulation  OQ  the  ill  day  of  Au^ul^,  1793  3.'2i7,cco,ooo 

Or  above  130  millions  fterling. 
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fides  the  Republic  would  gain  50  or  60  millions  (or  about  2,500,000!. 
fterling)  by  this  new  operation.     Upon  this  ground  a  decree  pafles 
on  the   I4.th  of  December,    declaring,    that  after  tlie   ift   of  Ja- 
nuary,  1794,  no  royal  afllgnat  of  above  an  hundred  livres  (hall  ci- 
ther be  circulated  0%  received  in  the  Treafury  on  any  account ;    that 
all  holders  of  any  fuch  aflfignats,  after  that  day,  (hall  be  bound  to 
bring  them  to  the  Municipalities  to  be  burnt ;  and  that  after  the   1  ft 
of  February,  any  holder  of  fuch  an  a(rignat  (hall  be  deemed  a   fuf- 
pefted  perfon,  and  expofed  to  the  vei)geance  of  the  ^lepublic.      This 
decree  can  be  confidered  as  nothing  lefs  than  a  direft  adt  of  bank- 
ruptcy ;  to  what  precife  amount,  muft  have  depended  on  the  value  of 
the  afli'gnats  paid  into  the  Treafury  between  the  1 4th  of  December, 

1793,  the  day  on  which  the  decree  pa(red,  and  the  ift  of  January, 

1794,  the  time  limited  for  receiving  fuch  aflTignats  at  the  Treafury. 
Cambon  ftates,  that  the  gain  to  the  Republic  would  be  about 
2,500,0001.  fterling.  We  may  therefore,  at  leaft,  take  the  amount 
of  the  bankruptcy  of  the  Republic  upon  his  calculation. 

The  next  proceeding  which  I  have  to  ftate  is  of  a  ftill  more  ex- 
traordinary complexion :  On  the  24th  of  Auguft,    1793,  afubfcrip- 
tion  W98  opened  for  a  loan  at  4  per  cent,  intereft,  for  the  purpofe  of 
taking  up  aflTignats.     This  loan  was  called  by  a  Angular  epithet,  the 
voluntary  loan,  to  contra-diftinguilh  it  from  the  forced  loan,  by  the 
plan  of  which  it  is  accompanied  in  the  fame  report,  although  the  de- 
tails of  that  plan  were  not  formally  ena<5led  until  the  3d  of  Septem- 
ber.      Few  or  no  voluntary  fubfcribers  having  appeared,  as  might  na- 
turally be  cxpeded  in  a  country  where  there  is  no  public  credit,  and 
"  no  fecurity  for  any  property,  and  leaft  of  all  for  any  property  in  the 
public  funds,    the  companion  of  the  voluntary  loan  was  now  brought 
fonii'ard;    and  a  decree  was  paffed,    exacting  from  the   people  of 
France  z  forced  loan  of  one  milliard,  or  forty  millions  fterling,  being 
one  third  of  the  total  coUedlive  annual  income  pf  all  the  individuals 
in  France,  according  to  the  ftatement  of  the  Convention  itfelf.     The 
obje6l  of  this  meafure  is  ftatcd  exprefsly  to  be  to  diminifti  the  mafs  of 
aflignats,  and  to  bind  the  rich  citizen  to  the  fate  and  to  the  fuccefs  of 
the  Revolution.      This  loan  is  to  be  levied  on  all  incomes  arijingfrom 
property  in  the  public  funds ^  from  private  annuities y  from  intereft  of  capi- 
tal employed  in  commerce^  in  bankings  or  generally  in  profitable  bujinejs  of 
any  kind.     But  this  is  not  enough  ;  even  what  is  called  idle  capital  \i 
not  exempt.     Idle  capital  is  defined  to  be  "  any  fum  exceeding  his 
**  half-yearly  income  which  an  ^tift  may  have  laid  by  cither  in  his 
**  (trong  box,  or  at  his  banker's,  or  in  the  hands  of  perfons  indebted 
<*  to  him."     This  unprodu<Sive  property  is  eftimated  to  produce  five 
per  cent,  intereft,  and  according  to  that  rate,  is  to  be  reputed  as  in- 
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came,  and  to  be  made  liable  to  the  tax ;  any  profit  made  upon  capital 
cinployed  before  the  year  1793  is  alfo  to  be  rated  at  5  per  cent,  and 
fubje^ed  to  the  tax.  A  commiffion  is  appointed  to  afcertain  every 
man  s  income,  and  every  man  is  bound  to  give  in  the  name  and  dwel- 
ling place  of  all  his  creditors.  No  intereft  is  allowed  upon  this  forced 
loan,  and  no  part  of  it  is  to  be  repaid  until  the  term  of  two  years  after 
the  peace,  when  atteAcd  receipts  of  payments  on  account  of  the  loan 
are  to  be  admitted  in  the  purchafe  of  national  domains.  The  rate  of 
this  tax  is  as  follows :  On  all  yearly  income  not  exceeding  a  thoufand 
livrea,  or  forty  pounds  fterling,  one  tenth  is  to  be  taken.  The  tax 
then  increafes  progreflTively  one  tenth  upon  each  one  thoufand  livres', 
or  forty  pounds  ftcrling,  imtil  where  the  income  reaches  ten  thoufand 
livres,  or  four  hundred  pounds  (lerling,  twa  hundred  and  twenty 
pounds  are  abforbed  by  the  tax.  All  income-  above  four  hundred 
pounds  is  to  be  taketi  abfoluiely  and  entirely  ;  fo  that  the  firft  bafis  of 
calculation  on  which  this  meafure  is  founded  is,  that  for  the  prefent 
year,  no  man  in  France  (ball  have  an  income  of  more  than  one  hun- 
dred and  eighty  pounds  *• 

There  are,  however,  certain  dedu6tions  allowed  ;  to  bachelors  40I. 
income  fm  from  the  tax  ;  to  every  married  man  60I.,  and  the  ^2777//^ 
allowance  of  forty  pounds  for  the  it^iaintenance  of  his  wife,  and  the 
fame  for  each  of  his  children  ;  and  all  thofe  who  may  chufe  to  take 
charge  of  an  old  man,  or  of  the  wife  or  child  of  a  defender  of  the 
country,  are  to  be  allowed  the  fame  addition  of  forty  pounds  free  in- 
come. What  may  be  the  expence  of  maintaining  the  wife  or  child  of 
a  defender  of  the  country,  is  difficult  to  compute  ;  probably  the  inten- 
tion of  this  regulation  was  to  afford  a  pretext  to  the  Jacobins,  and  to 
thdr  friends,  for  evading  this  grievous  tax.  I  leave  it  to  the  Houfc  to 
decide  what  the  operation  of  this  tax  muft  be  upon  the  higher  claiTes 

*  The  tax  is  calculated  ^%  follows,  in  Sterling  money  ; 
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liV,  40I. 

•    •    •    • 
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180        RematDder. 
The  wfaolf  Ibrplas  tbc?e  1400I.  ^oes  to  tbe  Tax. 
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affedted  by  it ;  and  what  relief  it  would  be  to  a  *  man  often,  of  five, 
or  of  one  thoufand  pounds  a  ytar,  who  fhould  be  reduced  at  one  blow 
to  an  income  of  one  hundred  and  eighty  pounds,  to  be  allowed  forty 
pounds,  for  the  maintenance  of  his  wife,    and   the  fame  fum  for 
each  of  his  children.     In  reafoning  upon  this  part  of  the  queftion, 
the   Convention     declare,    that  they   would   not    have     "    confif- 
*'  cated  the  whole  income  beyond  four  hundred  pounds,  if  this  mea- 
fure  wfere  to  be  permanent  ;  becaufe  it  could  nenjer  enter  into  their 
views  to  place  any  bounds  to  the  emulation;  or  to  tlr  indufiry  of  the  peo- 
^^  pie  ;    but  it  was  their  ohjeSfy   leaving   to   rocry  man   the  enjoyment     of 
*'  the  fruits  of  his  labour  ^   to  reduce  to  the  level  of  equality  y    by  ^gentle 
'*  waySy   thofe  fortunes  which  had  rifen  above  it.*'      They  addy  howe*uer^ 
**  that  it  is  indeed  trucj  that  this  mcafure  will  be  very  partial  in  its  ope^ 
ration  \  it  tnujlfidl  moji  heavily  on  men  of  property;   but  they  deferve  no 
mercy ;   if  they  have  the  ohftinacy  to  hoard  up  their  unproductive  capital 
in  their  coffer Sy  they  mu ft  fuffer  the  penalties  due  /5  SUCH  A  ROBBERVy 
committed  againji  the  rights  offccietyy  cud  cgainjl  the  beneficial  circular 
tion  of  cajh  ;  for  what  is  the  injury  to  egotijh  in  the  forced  loan  ?   LET 

**  THEM   CARRY  THEIR    MOVRV  TO  THE  VOLUNTARY    LOA>},     bc^ 

^"^  fore  the  month  of  fanuary  ;  it  will  be  received  in  dijcharge  of  the  f urns 
**  due  on  account  of  tie  freed  loan  y  and  interefl  will  accrue  upon  ity 
"  payable  at  the  convenience  of  thejiate.  In  this  light  the  forced  loan  is  a 
benefit  to  egotijls  ;  althzugh  it  may  rejlrain  their  luxury  for  a  tinuy  it 
compells  them  to  draw  a  VRO  fit  from  their  idle  capital ;  and  eco^ 
nomy  is  a  virtue  which  ought  above  all  others  to  be  cherijhed  in  a  Re- 
public:' . 

Here,  Sir,  is  fuch  nn  advantageous  propofal,  as  was  never  before 
made  to  men  of  property  of  all  defer! ptions  :  thofc  wlio  have  large  in- 
comes, ariling  from  landed  eftates,  projScrty  in  the  funds,  or  capital 
profitably  employed,  are  iftvited  to  pa) ,  in  the  courfe  of  four  months, 
nearly  tlie  whole  anticipated  receipt  of  twelve  into  the  public  treafury 
on  account  of  the  Voluntary  Loan  ;  and  arc  affured,  that  the  time 
will  come,  when  thev  fliuU  receive  intercft  for  their  monev.  Thofe 
monied  men,  who  from  motives  of  prudence,  !.ive  not  thought  fit  to 
embark  their  property  in  the  uncertain  funds  of  a  diftruc^cd  ftatc,  arc 
invited  aljoy  on  the  ground  of  acon:myy  to  pay  into  rltc  treafur)*^  on  account 
of  the  Voluntary  Loan,   5  per  cent,   upon  that  which  produces  tliem 

•  In  the  model  of  the  declaration  of  income  annexed  to  the  decree,  the  form  is  drawn 
foramariieJ  citizen  ol^  5,800).  a  }Cdr,  ariling  tro'n  hnded  propcity,  annuities  in  the 
funds,  capital  employed  in  commerce,  in  contra^s  with  Government,  &c.  He  s  fuppo- 
fed  to  fupport  his  father,  wife,  a  child,  an  old  man,  and  ihe  child  ot  .1  detVnJcr  (>f  t^c 
coantry  ;  he  is  charged  for  the  tax  the  fum  of  5428I.  remainder  ^8ol  Tlie  payment  to  tth? 
Forced  Loan  does  not  exempt  any  man  from  the  old  t^xes  which  have  bceo  imp&fcd  i  r 
fometime  on  all  real  and  pcrfonal  property,  and  whlib  are  very  hettvy. 

§  Voics  douces 
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nodiing,  under  the  rifle  of  entirely  finking  the  fum  fo  ftdvanded,  and 
upcxi  rfie  faith  of  a  precarious  and  illufory  promife,  that  they  fhall  re- 
ceive in  the  interval  a  per-centage,  infufficient  to  indemnify  them 
for  their  immediate  lofs. 

But  if  any  perfon  ftiould  be  fo  negligent  of  his  own  interefts,  and 
h  forgetful  of  the  true  principles  of  domeftic  oeconomy  as  to  rejeft 
this  invitation  to  contribute  aU  his  means  of  prefent  fubfiftance  to  the 
vt^ontary  loan  before  the  month  of  January,  he  is  coinpelled  to  pay 
the  whole  to  the  forced  loan  by  the  montli  ot  March,  without  die 
profpofil  of  receiving  any  intcrtft  at  ail,  or  of  being  repaid  his  prin- 
cipal until  the  period  of  two  years  after  the  peace  :  and.  if  he  ihould 
nr»t  be  able  to  pay  the  fum  at  which  he  is  rated  by  the  month  of 
March,  his  property  is  liable  to  feizure  ;  and  when  the  fum  [s  levied, 
he  forfeits  it  abfolutely  to  the  State,  and  entirely  lofes  his  right  of 
rcpaynacnr.  Tims  (fay  the  Commiflioncrs  of  finance  in  their  re- 
port on  this  fubje  A)  "  The  forced  kan  allies  iff  elf  with  the  voluntary 
**  iTon  ;  thus  ihefe  two  falutary  operations  afe  infiniately  mixed  and  blended 
**  tsgether,  and  reciprocally  fupport  each  other.  *  Such  are  the  meafures 
"  vfbich  ought  to  date  their  origin  from  the  epoch  of  a  conJUtution^  which 
**  cmfecrates  and  guarantees  the  true  principles  offocietj.  The  legijlators 
"  haoe  recorded^  in  the  firji  article  of  their  decree  upon  the  forced  loany  their 

*'  HOMAGE    TO   THE    CONSTITUTIONAL  PRINCIPLE    OF    RESPECT 
"  FOR  PROPERTY  ;    FOR    BY  THIS  TAX  THEY  ONLY  TAKE  EVERY 

"  man's  income,  and  by, allowing  him  to  retain  Hig 
"  capital,  they  leave  him  all  that  he  possessed  in 
"  REALITY  BEFORE.  Thcfe,  Sir,  are  the  gentle  ways  of 
equality  ;  thefe  are  the  leffons  by  which  the  people  of  France  have 
learnt  the  intimate  and  natural  alliance  between  compulfion  and  con- 
fcnt,  and  this  is  the  nature  of  that  homage  which  the  revolutionary 
government  has  paid  to  the  rights  of  property  in  this  great  financial 
operation-  Notwithftanding  that  the  public  debt  had  been  guamn- 
tad  by  the  Conftitution  of  the  t  oth  of  Auguft,  1793,  the  Funds  * 
arc  l^  this  fcheme  fubjefted  to  a  tax  ;  the  fundamental  prin- 
ciple of  the  whole  commercial  fyftem,  which  confifts  in  the  appli- 
cadon  of  the  profits  of  one  year  to  fupport  xht  cnterprifcs  of  the  next, 
is  overturned  at  one  blow  by  this  violent  confifcation  of  To  large  a  pro- 
portion of  the  annual  income  arifing  from  profiiablc  capital. 

• 

•  Th«  forced  and  voluntary  leans  were  accompanied  by  a  decree  for  confolidating  the 
publ' '  debt  ;  this  was  done  by  entering  the  demands  of  all  the  puhlic  creditors  in  one 
book,  aad  by  confounding  every  clafs  of  them,  fo  th.it  the  oidcr  and  priority  of  their 
daimfon  the  Stite  might  not  be  diftingu'fhablc  hereafter.  ThKis  it  -Was  laid  **  the 
'«  debt  will  be  Rcfuhltcanifcd  ;'*  and  it  is  added,  *•  tbls  operation  of  rfpul'j\camftr.^  the 
"  dc*rt  «riU  ficiii late  the  means  oi  taxing  \t\"  thef=  meaiurc*  together,  nanjclv,  the  vo- 
Wtitary  loro,  the  forced  loan,  the  republican  debt,  and  the  taxed  funds,  arc  called  by  the 
Comraiffi»ccr5,  "  a  yubitee  of  Ktvoiulionary  Finnnee,^' 
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The  injuftice  and  mifchicf  of  this  projea  in  its  general  operation 
on  other  branches  of  property,  have  fufficiently  appeared  in  explainii^ 
the  Isolations  and  dodlrincs  on  which  the  decree  is  founded.  The 
efFefls  of  fo  fudden  and  violent  a  reduction  of  income  in  all  the 
claflfes  *  above  40  ol.  a  year,  muft  extend  equally  to  all  the  lower  clafles 
alfo  ;  it  muft  be  as  feverely  felt  by  the  poor,  as  by  the  rich  who  are  the 
immediate  objcds  of  the  exaction.  All  the  fervants,  dependants, 
tradefmen,  workmen,  or  labourers,  who  have  been  ufcd  to  draw  their 
maintenance  either  from  the  benevolence,  or  from  the  neceflary 
demands  of  fuch  perfons  of  property,  muft  inftantly  be  ruined,  by  the 
failure  of  that  fourcc  from  which  they  derive  their  only  means  of 
fubfiftcncc.  The  only  juft  obfcrvation  in  the  whole  courfs  of  the 
voluminous  reports  on  this  meafure  is,  that  it  //  «^^  of  a  nature  to  be 
renewed  \  it  is  evident,  that  whatever  might  be  its  produce  in  the  firft 
year,  fuch  muft  be  its  rapid  and  ruinous  effects,  that  even  if  it  were 
to  be  renewed  in  another  year,  it  never  could  be  pnxluftiye. 

It  was  ftated  by  Cambon,  late  in  the  month  of  November,  that 
although  this  tax  had  been  collected  at  Paris,  where  the  movement  of 
terror  may  be  fuppofed  to  be  moft  aftive,  very  little  had  been  received 
in  the  feveral  departments. 

The  means  w'hich  have  been  employed  for  enforcing  this  and  other 
extortions,  I  ftiall  have  occafion  to  confidcr  prefcntly,  as  well  as  the 
total  amount  of  the  fums  which  they  are  faid  to  have  brought  into  the 
national  treafury. 

Inthe  fame  fpirit  with  this  general  forced  loan,  local  loans  have  been 
levied  in  different  parts  of  the  republic,  which  however,  have  not,  on 
that  acccunt,  been  exempted  from  the  general  contributions.  At  Bor- 
deaux, during  the  regeneration  of  tliat  city,  large  fums  were raifed  in  order 
to  punifh,  what  is  ftyled,  the  malevolence  of  the  richf  and  the  crime  ofegotifm  ; 
a  crime  which,  as  nearly  as  any  definition  of  it  can  be  collected  from 
the  proceedings  of  die  Convention,  confifts  in  the  pofTeffion  of  property, 
and  the  application  of  it  to  the  ufc  of  the  poffefTor,  or  to  any  other 
purpofes  than  thofc  which  the  rapine  of  the  prefent  t)'rants  of  France 
is  pleafed  to  prefcribc.  At  Strafbourg,  a  loan  of  twenty  millions  of 
livres,  nearly  a  million  ftcrling,  was  levied  cxclufivcly  upon  the  rich, 
by  St.  Juftc,  one  of  the  National  CommifTioncrs.  Some  pioceedings 
of  this  nature  were  fo  violent  as  to  have  been  made  a  matter  of  com- 
plaint in  the  Convention.     It  was  ftated  to  the  Convention  on  the 

*  By  referring  to  the  fcale  of  the  tax,  tt.will  he  feen  that  the  diftrefs  would  be  fcarce- 
lyicfs  IcU  by  the  middle  ranks  oi;  focirty,  confilling  of  pcVfgns  of  400I.  a  year,  and 
below  that  fum  ;  it  is  remaikable  that  in  t*he  firfl  plan  for  the  forced  loan  Uid  before 
the  Convention,  it  was  pfopofcd  to  exempt  from  the  tax,  all  income  below  400I.  a 
year,  the  plan  was  extended  in  coofequencc  of  a  report  ^rom  the  Commi(Goners  of 
Finance,  dating,  that  fiich  an  exemption  would  reduce  the  produce  of  the  tax  focoa* 
Tiderablyi  aa  to  reader  it  wholly  infuf&cicat  for  tbcpurpofci  of  the  GoveromCBt. 
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30th  of  September^  that  one  of  the  national  CommKTioners  in  the 
depaxtment  of  Loiret,  impofed  arbitrary  taxes,  unauthorized  by  law, 
iqxxi  the  dtizens.  A  particular  cafe  was  adduced,  and  a  motion  was 
made  diat  die  taxes  lb  impofed  fhould  be  repealed,  and  the  commif- 
iioner  re{nrimanded.  It  was  an(wercd,  that  the  Convention  woutd  not' 
emiarrafs  the  proceedings  of  their  commijfioners  for  the  Jake  of  ariftocrats 
end  csunter-revoluticnijis  ;  and  the  Convention  accordingly^  upon  a  fpe^ial 
cafe  Jiaied  of  a  tax  levied  without  authority  of  law  by  the  arbitrary  power 
tf  me  of  their  mvn  commijftonersyjiifled  all  inquiry y  and  paffed  to  the  order 
of  the  day.  Complaints  having  beep  afterguards  made  that  the  revo- 
lutionaiy  taxes  were  not  paid  into  the  public  treafury,  //  was  decreed^ 
that  the  produce  of  all  taxes  levied  upon  citizens  in  any  part  of  the  republic, 
by  incTtnpetent  authorityy  Jhould  be  paid  into  the  public  treafury  :  and  thai 
thfe  who  had  eolle^ed  fuch  taxes  in  the  feveral  department Sy  fhould  he 
accTjntable  to  the  public  for  the  fums  which  they  have  received.  This 
dccice^containcd  no  provifioh  whatever  for  refunding  any  part  of  thefc 
illegal  exaftions  to  the  perfons  aggrieved,  while  it  gave  the  fandion  of 
the  Convention  to  fuch  unwarrantable  oppreflion,  by  applying  the 
profits  aridng  from  it  to  the  ufe  pi  the  State,  as  a  regular  and  legitimate 
article  of  revenue.  Such  being  their  mode  of  diminifhing  the  mafs 
of  circulating  afltgnats,  the  next  leading  branch  of  their  financial 
fyftcm,  was  the  effort  made  for  procuring  gold  and  filver.  It  will 
appear  rather  extraordinary  to  the  Houfe,  that  the  firft  meafure  taken 
with  this  view  fhould  have  been  the  profcription  of  thofe  metals.  A 
letter  is  received  from  Fouchc,  commiflTioner  in  the  central  and 
weftcm  departments,  in  which  you  may  perceive  the  firft  fymptoms  of 
a  growing  indignation  againft  gold  and  filver.  He  fays,  **  Gold  and 
^^  fiherhcrve  been  the  caufes  of  all  the  calamities  of  the  republic  :  I  know  not 
"  by  what  weak  complaifance  thofe  metals  are Jlill  fuffered  to  remain  in  the 
"  hands  of JufpeBed  perfons  ;  let  us  degrade  and  vilify  gold  and  filver :  let 
us  drag  thefe  deities  of  monarchy  in  the  dirty  and  ejlahlijh  the  worjhip  of 
the  aufiere  virtues  of  a  republic"  He  however  adds,  "  I  fend  you 
feventeen  cheJIs  filled  with  goldy  filver y  and  plate  y  of  all  forts  y  t}:e  fpoil 
tf  churches  and  caftles :  you  will  fee  vvith  peculiar  pleasure, 
two  beautiful  croziersy  and  a  ducal  coronet  ^silver,  gilt. 
This  ingenious  idea  of  vilify^'ing  and  degrading  valuable  cffed^s,  by 
feiz.ing  them  for  the  ufe  of  the  Revolutionary  Government,  is  not  loft 
upon  the  French  Minifter  of  finance.  A  few  days  after  the  receipt  of 
this  letter,  a  Citizen  appears  at  the  bar,  and  defires  to  be  permitted 
to  exchai^e  certain  pieces  of  gold  and  filver,  bearing  the  image  of 
the  tyrant,  for  Republican  papers.  This  patriotic  and  difinterefted 
offer,  as  you  may  imagine,  was  gladly  accepted  by  the  Convention ; 
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tranfadion  Ihould  be  infertcd  in  the  votes,  the  Chancellor  of  the 
Exchequer  rifes  with  the  utmoft  indignation  to  oppofe  fo  monftrous  a 
propofition — he  delivers  a  moft  eloquent  and   vehement  invedtive 

*  againft  gold  and  filver  ;  he  fays,  "  In  ajhort  time  the  world  will  be  ioo 
**  hafpyy  if  we  Jhould  deign  to  receive  pieces  of  metal  bearing  the  effigy  of 
**  tyrantSy  in  exchange  for  Republican  ajjignats  ;  already jhe  whole  nation 
**  reje^s  and  defpifes  thofe  corrupting  metals  which  tyrants  originally 
*'  brought  from  America  for  the  f ok  purp:fe  of  enjlofinrf^  us.  I  have  in 
**  contemplation  the  plan  of  afumptnary  laWj  by  which  I  will  drive  that 
'*  vile  dung  once  more  into  the  boweh  f  the  earth.** 

What  was  the  fumptuarj'^  law  by  which  the  Chancellor  of  the  Ex- 
chequer propofed  to  accomplifh  this  falutar)'^  reform  ?  Here  is  that  ex- 
cellent law :  "  All  gold  and  filver  metal,  in  fpecie  or  plate  ;  all  jewels, 
**  gold  and'  filver  lace,  or  valuable  efR:(5ts  which  (hall  be  dilcovcrcd 
*'  buried  in  the  earthy  or  concealed  in  cellars,  walls,  rubbifli,  floors, 
**  or  pavements,  hearths,  or  chimneys,  or  in  any  fecret  place j  Jhall  be 
^^  feixed  and  cGufifcatcd  for  the  ufr  cf  the  Republic  ;  and  the  informer 
*'  fhall  receive  a  twentieth  p.: it  of  the  value  of  whatever  he  fliall 

'  '*  difcover,  to  be  paid  in  aflignar<;."  Concealment  alone  is  the  crime 
on  which  this  lavv  attaches,  without  even  any  of  the  ordinary  pre- 
tences of  ariftocracy  or  difaffct^ion.  In  confcquencc  of  tliis  decree, 
«vcry  place  in  which  it  ^"as  poflible  to  conceal  treafure  is  fearched  with 
the  utmoft  rigour  ;  tlic  privacy  of  every  houfc  is  violated  ;  every  cellar 
and  garden  is  dug  up  ;  and  the  Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer,  with 
the  moft  unrelenting  fpirit  of  perfccution,  purfucs  the  objects  of  his 
hatred  and  contempt  even  to  tlic  bowels  of  the  earth,  wlicre  he  had 
threatened  to  drive  them. 

About  the  faihc  time  a  law  was  paffed  appointing  Commifltoners 
for  receiving,  on  behalf  df  the  nation,  the  gold  and  filver  plate,  and 
every  other  valuable  article  which  had  been  confecrated  to  the  ufe  of 
religious  worihip  in  any  part  of  the  country.  •  This  leads  me  to  a 
moft  diftinguifhcd  feature  of  the  Revolutionary  Government ;  I  mean 
the  formal  abolition  of  religion.  It  may  appear  extraordinary  that 
I  fliould  introduce  in  this  part  of  the  argument  a  fubject  which,  from 
its  fcrious  and  awful  nature,  might  feem  to  demand  a  feparate  and 
diftincl  confidcnition.  But  in  order  to  fhew  the  fyftem  which  I  am 
dcfcribing  in  its  true  colours,  I  am  compelled,  even  in  the  diftribu- 
rion  of  this  detail,  to  follow  tlie  courfe  of  the  extravagant  follies,  and 
of  the  eccentric  crimes,  which  diflinguifli  tlic  Revolutionary  Govern- 
ment not  Icfs  by  tlieir  abfurdity  and  magnitude,  than  by  their  no- 
velty and  fingularity.  For  diis  rcafon  I  muft  clafs  the  abolition  of 
religion  under  the  head  of  revenue.  The  main  objc(i!l  of  this  mea- 
fi:rc  was  certainly  to  obtain  a  new  rcfource.  by  fcizinc  the  ialarics 
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o£  the  dogfy  and  by  plundering  the  omainents  of  the  churches. 
There  vas,  however,  Another  collateral  objedt  infeparably  connedled 
vidi  the  firfty  to  ftrengthen  the  foundations  of  the  Revolutionary 
Govemtnentv  and  to  reconcile  the  minds  of  the  people  to  the  crimes 
of  their  tyrants,  by  deAroying  the  firil  elements  of  all  moral  princi- 
pk,  by  diflblving  the  finneft  bond  of  civil  fociety,  and  by  fubverting 
the  firongeft  bulwark  of  lawful  audxority. 

The  i^an  for  the  accomplilhment  of  thefe  combined  objeds  was 
deliberate  and  fyftemadc,  and  purfued  from  beginning  to  end  with 
the  utmc^  regularity,  confiftency,  and  vigour.  The  ground-work  of 
this  ichcme  had,  indeed,  been  long  laid ;  it  may  be  traced  in  the 
fcizurc  of  the  church-lands,  in  the  oath  exa<f\ed  from  the  cleigy  by 
the  civil  conftitution  of  1792,  and  in  the  perfecution  and  maflfacre  of 
thofe  who  had  the  virtue  and  courage  to  reject  that  oath,  and  to  facri- 
fioe  their  fortunes,  and  cxpofe^  their  lives,  for  the  fake  of  the  efta- 
blilhed  religion.  The  fury  of  that  perfecution  had  been  nearly  cx- 
hauited  before  the  31ft  of  May,  and  the  revolutionary  goverhment 
found  Qo  prie(\s  in  poflfeflion  of  falaries  from  the  State,  but  thofe 
who  had  fubmitted  to  the  conftitutional  oath.  The  firft  fiep  taken 
was,  to  rediKC  the  falaries  of  the  priefts  to  an  allowance  fcarccly  fuf- 
fident  for  their  fubtiilence.  Soon  after,  all  difguife  was  thrown  off, 
and  the  Convention,  on  the  one  hand,  excited  the  people,  by  a  public 
addreisy  to  dcfpife  their  clergy,  as  an  u&lefs  and  unneceifary  burthen ; 
and,  on  the  other,  openly  propofed. rewards  to  fuch  priefts  as  ihould 
vQluntarily  renounce  not  their  falaries  only,  but  tl>e  duties  of  their 
£Kred  oflke.  The  Commiflioners  in  the  feveral  departments  re- 
ceived iflfiruAions  to  enlighten  the  public  mind,  and  to  encourage  the 
abdication  of  the  clergy.  Some  extrads  from  the  addrcflfes  of  the 
dagy,  and  from  the  letters  of  the  National  Conuniffioners^  will  beft 
expl^n  the  true  fpirit  of  thcfe  proceedings:  An  addrefs,  dated  the 
30th  of  Oftober,  from  the  Curate  of  Villos  de  Luchon,  fays,  "  X^- 
"  g^fi^orSf  I  c<me  to  make  a  public  confejfioriy  and  to  ifcclare  my  repentance* 
"  Vnyyjbouldwe  /pare  efiablijbed prejudices  ?  For  thy  party  I  BELIE  VB 

"  THAT    NO    RELIGION,  I>*  ANY     COUNTRY    iH    THE    WORLD,    IS 

"  FOUNDED  IS  TRUTH.  /  believe  thai  ALL  the  varims  religions  in 
**•  the  world  are  defcend£ J  ffom  the  fame  parents  ;  they  are  ALL  the 
*^  daugbttrs  of  Pride  and  Ignorance.      I  believe  THAT   Hsaven   IS 

**  NOTHING     MORE     THAN     THE     HAPPINESS     WHICH     ATTENDS 

"  VIRTUE  ON  EARTH.  /  render  thisfolemn  homage  to  Truth.  Uni- 
**  verfal  mGrality  is  become  my  gofpel ;  and  henceforth  I  mean  to  draw  mj 
"  texts  from  thence  alone  y  and  to  preach  in  no  other  caufe  than  that  of  liberty 
**  and  of  my  county.  Fanaticifm  ivill  not  new  liften  to  me  ;  but  by  habits 
A  ^  *^^#i.  ^^  ^,,,7/  ^^  tomjeried  to   reafcn  :  and  xvc  may  hope  that  foon 
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priejls  of  ALL  RELIGIONS  will  comprehend  the  triumph  of  fhtlofophy 
and  of  the  liberty  of  nations y  and  acknowledge  the  difference  letiveen  the 
**  functions  of  the  priejlhood  and  the  duties  of  honefiy  and  virtue ^^      Upon 
receiving  this  addrefs,  the  Convention  decrees,  "  that  all  iimilar  ad- 
**  dreffes  of  renunciation  of  the  ecclcfiaftical  chara6lcr,  and  of  the 
'*  funftion  relating  to  it,  (hall  be  lodged  with  the  Committee    of 
'*  PUTBLic  INSTRUCTION,  which  is  Ordered  to  take  efFeftual  meafures 
**  for  rendering  all  fuch  public  ads  ufeful  to  tl>e  hijlory  of  the  revolutzorty 
**  and  to  the  public  education.**     This  proceeding  docs  not  fatisfy  the 
cagernefs  of  Thuriot :  he  obfcrvcs,  that  "  he  h^^   no   doubt    that 

**  the    NEW    CREED  WILL  SOON    EFFACE    ALL    MEMORY    OF    THE 

**  oim :  But  in  order  that  truth  may  be  carried  into  every  part  of 
"  the  republic  with  more  promptitude  and  efFecl,"  he  moves,  "  that 
*'  all  fimllar  letters  Jhould  be  tranjlated  Into  all  the  provincial  Idioms.^* 
Not  fatisfied  even  with  the  hope  of  propagating  thefe  liberal  doftrines 
in  the  provinces,  he  carries  his  benevolence  beyond  tlie  limits  of 
France.  He  fays,  "  //  Is  not  fufficlent  to  enlighten  one  part  of  Europe  z 
**  This  is  a  case  in  which   it  may  be   right  to  softem 

"  THE  rigour  of  THE  FRENCH  LAWS  RESPECTING  FOREIGN- 
'*  ERS  :  IT  SHOULD  BE  THE  DUTY  OF  THE  CONVENTION  TO 
"  ASSUME     THE     HONOURABLE     OFFICE     OF    DIFFUSING    TRUTH 

**  OVER  THE  WHOLE  EARTH."  And  upon  his  motion  it  is  dc- 
**  creed,  **  that  all   renunciations  of  the  functions  of 

**  RELIGION  shall  BE  TRANSLATED  INTO    ALL    FOREIGN    LAN- 

'*  GUAGEs."     In  the  fame  month  the  Archbifhop  of  Paris  enters  the 
Convention,  accompanied  by  a  folemn  proceffion  of  his  Vicars,  and 
by  fcveral  curates  of  Paris :  He  makes  a  fpeech,  in  which  he  re- 
nounces the  priefthood  in  his  own  name,  and  in  the  name  of  all  his 
attendant^ ;  and  he  declares   that  he  does  it,  "  bccaufc  he  is  con- 
'*  vinced   that   no  national  worjhip  Jhould  be  tolerated^  excepting  the 
**  worJhlp  of  Liberty  and  Equality"     The  votes  6f  the  Convention 
mention,  that  the  archbifhop  and  his  curates  were  received  and  em- 
braced with   tranfport  by    the  whole  Convention ;    and  that   the 
Archbifhop  was  folemnly  prefented  with  a  red  cap — before  he  left  the 
Convention,   fevcral  members,  who  were  clerg)men,   rofe  up,  and 
imitated  his  example,  by  adopting  his  creed.     The  day  concludes 
with  a  fpeech  from  Julien  of  Touloufe,  a  Member  of  the  Conven- 
tion, and  a  Minister  of  the  Protestant  Church  :  he  fays, 
**  for  twenty  years  I  have  exerctfed  the  funEilons  of  a  Protejlant  Mini' 
fieri    I  declare  that    I    RENOUNCE    them    for    ever.     In 
EVERY  religion  there  Is  more  or  lefs  of  quackery  [great  applaufcs]. 
//  Is  glorious  to  he  able  to  make  this  declaration  under  the  aufplces  of 
'*  reafcn,  of  phllofophy^  and  of  that  fubllme  confiltutlon  which  has  already 
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"  sverturmd  the  errors  of  Superfittion  and  Monarchy  in  France,  WHICH 

**  NOW  PREPARES  A  SIMILAR  FATE  FOR  ALL  FOREIGN  TYRAN* 
*'  MIES.  I  DECLARE  THAT  I  WILL  NO  LONGER  El^TER  INTO 
"  ANY  OTHER  TEMPLE  THAN  THE  SaNCTUARY  OF  THE  LaWS  ; 
"  THAT  I  WILL  ACKNOWLEDGE  NO  OTHER  GOD  THAN  Ll- 
**  BERTY,  NO  OTHER  WORSHIP  THAN    THAT    OF    MY    COUNTRY, 

"  NO  OTHER  Gospel  than  the  Republican  Constitution  : 

*<  such  is  my  PROFESSION  OF  MORAL  AND  POLITICAL  FAITH. 
**  I    SHALL     CEASE   tO    BE    A    MINISTER    OF    THE    PrOTESTANT 

**  Church  ;  but  I  shall   think  myself  equally  bound 

"   to  advise,    exhort,    and  instruct,  my  fellow  CITIZENS 

*^  IN  THE  Jacobin  Clubs,  and    in   the   public  sQyAREs  ; 

"  there  I  will  preach,    and  THfRE    I  WILL    INSPIRE    THEM 
WITH  THE   LOVE  OF    LIBERTY    AND  EQUALITY  :    I  Will  foOH  lay 

upM  ike  table  my  Utters  of  ordinatim,  of  which  1  hope  ym  will  have  the 

lindnefs  to  make  an  Auto  da  Fe."     The  letters  of  the  National 

Commiflioners  are  full  of  the  fame  zeal :  Sequinio  and  Laignelat, 

Deputies  of  the  Convention,  write  to  that  AiTembly,  from  Rochefbn, 

on  die  2d  of  the  fame  month,   in  thefc  words :  "  We  pafs  from  mi^ 

"  rode  to  miracle :  foon  our  only  regret  will  be  that  no  more  miracles 

**  remain  to  he  performed.      Eight  Priejls  of  the  Catholic  perfuajion,  and 

**  ONE  Minister  of  the   Protestant  Church  unfrocked 

"  themfelves  on  the  day  of  the  lajl  decade,  inprefence  of  the  whole  people,  in 

"  the  Temple  of  Truth,  heretofore  called  the  Parish 

^  Church    of   this    town  :    they  abjured    the    errors 

"  which  they  had  so  long  taught,  and  they  fwore  henceforth  to 

"  leach  nothing  but  the  great  principles  of  morality,  and  of  found  philofo- 

**  /^  :  to  preach  againfl  all  tyrannies,  political  and  religious,  and  at  length 

**  to  £f play  the  light  of  re af on  to  mankind.     The  whole  people,  Protest- 

"  ants  and  Catholics,  swore  to  forget  their  ancient 

"  superstition.     In   this   town  there  will  no  longer 

^*  exist  more  than  one  mode  op  preaching  morality; 

•*  there  will  exist  but  one  temple,  that  of  Truth  : 

"  but  one   repository   for  the  remains  of  the  dead, 

"  whose  resurrection  has  been  perpetually  preached 

"  BY  Superstition  for  the  torment  of  the  living.     The 

"  Rights  of  Man,  and  feveral  other  Conjiitutional  Laws,  are  to  be  fub^ 

**  fiituted  in  the  room  of  the  myflerious  ornaments  of  the  Churches.      IVe 

"  thought  it  right  to  recompenfe  the  courage  of  thefc  philofophical  Priejls, 

**  who  have  been  the  firjl  to  Jhale  off  the  yoke  of  Superjiition  :  We  have 

"  acconfir^y  granted  to  each  of  them  for  their  lives  a  pcnfion  of 

**  fifty  pounds  a  year.     Every  thing  goes  on  fmoothly  here:  the 

•*  PEOPLE,    OF  THEIR  OWN  ACCORD,    APPROACH  THE  TORCH  OF 
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*•  Reason,  which  we  hold  up  to  them  with  an  air  of 

"  MILDNESS  AND  FRATERNITY.  ThE  REVOLUTIONARY  Tri- 
"    BUNAL  WHICH  WE  HAVE    ESTABLISHED    (QUICKENS    THE    MO- 

"  TiONs  OF  THE  Aristocrats  ;  and  THfc  Guillotine  strikes 

"  THE  HEADS  OF  TRAITORS  TO  THE  GROUND." 

The  fame  Commiffioncrs,  in  another  letter,  fay,  "  The  People  of 

**  Rochefoti  Iriumph  over  all  prejudices  ;  they  now  exchange  their  gold 
*'  for  ajfignats  ;  and  we  have  no  doubt  that  their  example  willfoon  he  fol^ 
**  lowed  throughout  all  France;  and  that  foon  the  WHOLE  people,  RE- 

"  NOUNCING  THE  ANCIESIT  HABITS  WHICH  THEY  HAD  CON- 
"  TRACTED  UNDER  THE  ROYAL  GOVERNMENT,  WILL  DEMAND 
"  THE  SUPPRESSION  OP  ALL  MONEY  IN  SPECIE,  AS  THEY  HAVE 
"    ALREADY    DESTROYED    EVERY    REMNANT    OF    PRESBYTERIAN 

"   MUMMERY.      IVe  announce  to  you  with  great  Jatisfadtion^  that  TUt: 

"  POPULAR  SOCIETY  OF  RoCHEFORT  HAS  SELECTED  FROM  ITS 
**  OWN  BODY  SEVERAL  PrEACHERS  OF  MORALITY,  WHO  ARE 
*^  GONE  UPON  A  VICARIAL  MISSION  INTO  THE  VILLAGES  ANi> 
**  HAMLETS  OF  THE  NEIGHBOURING  DISTRICT.  We  ARE  IN- 
**    FORMED    THAT   THESE  APOSTLES    OF    ReASON  MAKE  PROSE- 

**  LYTES  WHEREVER  THEY  GO.  If  this  pieafure  had  been  adopted 
**  at  the  commencement  of  the  revolution^  we  pionld  have  never  heard  of 
"   La  Vendee:' 

BriflTot,  another  Commiflioncr,  gives  an  account  of  his  operations 
in  the  departments  of  Ardcche,  La  Drome,  du  Gard,  and  Herault. 
He  fays,  "  Fanaticism  is  destroyed;  Catholics  and  Pro- 
"  testants,     forgetting    their    former    animosities, 

**    UNITE  IN  THE  same  WORSHIP, THAT  OF  LiBERTY  AND  THE 

"  Laws.  The  altars  of  Christianity  are  replaced  by 
"  altars  more  holy.  The  whole  People  will  soon  as- 
"  semble  before  them,  each  Decade,  to  render  homage 
**  to  Liberty." 

Wherever  the  Priefts  could  not  be  induced,  by  gender  methods 
to  abjure  their  pmfeflion ;  wheisever  the  people  did  not  willingly  ap- 
proach the  Torch  of  Reafon  and  Truth,  the  moft  rigorous  mcafures 
of  pcrfecution  were  adopted.  Dumont,  one  of  the  National  Com- 
miflioners,  announces  to  the  Convention,  *^  thaty  in  order  /c  dejlroy 
*'  Fanaticifmy  HE  arrests  all  priests  who  celebrate  reli- 
'  **  Cious  ceremonies  on  Sundays."     He  add^,  <»  that  he  in- 

**  CLUDES  ALL  THOSE  MoNSTERS,  CALLED  PrIESTS,  IN  HIS 
*'  GENERAL  LIST  OF  PROSCRIPTION  ;  AND  THAT  HE  HAS  MADE 
**    SEVERAL    CAPTURES    OF    THOSE    INFAMOUS     BIGOTS."     This 

letter  was  greatly  applauded  in  the  Convx'ntion.  But  tlie  xeal  of  the 
Municipality  of  Paris  was  moft  eminently  diftinguiflied  in  every 
period  of  this  impious  and  cruel  perfecution.  The  conduift  of  that 
body  merits  peculiar  attention,  not  only  becaufc  it  had  fo  large  a  fliare 
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in  producli^  the  Revdudon  of  the  3 1  ft  of  May,  but  becaufe  it  is 
Iflcdy  to  have  an  equal  influence  in  any  future  convuliion. 

The  Municipality  of  Paris  decreed,  "  that  all  churches  and  temples 
^  reli^ous  worjbipy  of  whatever  denomination,  exijiing  at  Paris, 
/b&uld  be  injlantly  Jhut ;  thai  the  priejis  and  minijlers  of  the  different 
religions  Jbould  he  refponjibU  for  any  commotions  on  account  of  religion, 
which  might  happen  in  confequence  of  this  decree  ;  that  any  perfon  re- 
firing  the  opening  of  a  church  or  temple  for  the  celebration  of  religious 
W9rfhipf  of  any  kind,  Jhould  le  put  under  arrejl,  'as  a  fufpeStedper^ 
fm  ;  and  that  the  Revolutionary  Committees  Jhould  be  invited  to  keep  a 
watchful  eye  over  the  Clergy  of  every  denomination.'*  * 
In  confequence  of  this  decree,  the  cathedral  church  of  Notre  Dame 
at  Paris,  and  all  the  pariih  churches,  were  ihut  up  for  ipme  time^ 
until  they  could  be  regenerated  and  puriHed  from  every  taint  of  Chrif-^ 
danity.  The  cathedral  church  was  formally  dedicated  to  Rcafon  and 
Truth  by  a  decree  of  die  Convention,  pafTed  at  the  inftance  of  the  mu- 
nicipality of  Paris  :  other  churches  underwent  a  iimilar  purificadon  : 
many  weie  dedicated  to  Reafon,  many  to  Truth,  fome  to  Probity  and 
the  Nadon,  fome  to  Liberty  and  Equality  ;  but  all,  without  excep- 
tion, were  alienated  from  the  fervice  of  God.  Nor  was  it  merely 
againft  Chriitianity  that  thefe  efforts  were  diredled :  on  the  i  Ith  of 
November,  a  Jewilh  Rabbi  is  introduced  into  the  Council  General  of 
the  Commons  of  Paris  ;  he  makes  an  offering  of  the  ornaments  of  re* 
ii^ous  worihip  employed  in  his  fynagpgue  ;  they  are  received  widi  the 
warmeft  aj^laufe  ;  and  this  interefting  fcene  is  recorded  in  the  follow-* 
ing  words : 

The  Council  General,    in  tejiimony  of  its  fenfe  of  the  difinterejled 

CONDUCT  OF  THE  CITIZEN  BeNJ  AMIN  JaCOB,    HERETOFORE  A 

"  }EYf,,refolves,  that  civic  mention  Jhall  be  made  of  his  name  in  their 
"  votes.  On  this  occajion  the  Members  of  the  Council  vied  with^each  other 
"  in  giving  the  fratentfd  kifs  to  this  refpeSlable  phihfopher.'* 

On  the  iame  day  a  report  was  received  from  the  popular  fociety  of 
the  Section  of  the  Mufeum,  announcing  that  they  had  '*  executed 
*'  justice  upon  all  the  books  of  superstition  and  false- 
"  hood  ;  that  breviaries,  miffals,  legends,  together  with  THE  Old 
"  and  New  Tastament,  had  expiated  in  the  fire,  the 
"  follies  which  they  had  occasioned  among  mankind/* 
A  book  of  r^ftry  was  opened  at  the  town  hall,  for  receiving  the  dc- 
danticns  of  thofe  who  wifhed  to  give  proofs  of  their  civifm,  by  ab- 
juring the  functions  of  Minifter  of  any  form  of  religious  wor- 
ship whatever.  All  this  paffed  at  Paris  under  the  eye  of  thc-Con- 
vcntioD,  not  only  without  their  oppofition,  but  with  their  formal  ap- 
probation and  concurrence.      In  order  to  take  the  lead  in  complct!i>e 
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the  falutarjr  work  in  which  they  had  hitherto  borne  fo  aflive  a  part, 
the  Council  General  of  Paris  decreed  "  that  a  civic  fcaft  (hould  be 
"  celebrated  in  the  heretofore  cathedral  church,  and  that  a  patriotic 
"  hymn  (hould  be  chaunted  before  a  ftatue  of  Liberty,  to  be  eredtcd 
"  in  the  place  of  the  heretefore  Holy  Virgin.'* 

You  remember  the  clrcumflances  of  that  extravagant  orgy  to  which 
this  decree  was  the  prelude ;  you  remember  the  introdu6lion  of  the 
Goddefs  of  Reafon  into  the  Convention  ;  the  fraternal  ardor  with 
which  ttie  was  embraced  by  the  Prefidcnt  in  the  chair,  by  the  Secre- 
taries at  the  table,  and  by  all  the  Members  prefent,  and  the  piety  with 
which  (he  was  aftcr^^'ards  publicly  worfhiped  by  the  whole  Legiflature 
of  France  in  the.  cathedral  church,  or  (to  ufc  their  own  language,)  in 
the  regenerated  Temple  of  Reafon  and  Truth :   there  the  Archbiftiop 
of  Paris  officiated  in  his  new  charaifter,  with  a  red  cap  on  his  head, 
and  a  pike  in  his  hand  ;  and  with  that  facred  weapon,  which  he  bore 
as  the  fymbol  of  the  united  deities  of  Reafon  and  Liberty,  having  dc- 
flroyed  or  defaced  whatever  emblems  of  the  Chriftian  religion  had  • 
cfcaped  the  firft  purification  of  the  regenerated  Temple,  he  terminated 
this  aufpicious  ceremony  by  placing  the  buft  of  the  regicide  Marat  on 
the  altar  of  God.     To  perpetuate  the  memory  of  this  folemn  aft  and 
celebration  of  atheifm,  the  Convention  vote3  that  a  coloiTal  ftatue 
fhould  be  ercfted  ujx)n  the  ruins  of  all  the  emblems  of  monarchy  and 
religion.     The  impiety  of  the  feftions  of  Paris  feems  to  liave  received 
new  vigour  from  this  auguft  ceremo^)^     A  deputation  from  the  fedtion 
of  Unity  was  foon  after  received  in  the  Convention  ;  the  Deputies  were 
laden  with  the  fpoil  of  one  of  the  richeft  churches  at  Paris  :  to  this  ac- 
ceptable offering  they  added  an  addrefs,  full  of  energy,  in  which  thejr 
congratulated  the  Legiflature,   "  that  Reafon  had  gained  fo  great  a  vie- 
tory  over  Supeiflition :    that  A   religion   of  error  and  of 
BLOOD  WAS  annihilated;  a  religion,  which  for  eigh- 
teen CENTURIlfiS  HAD  OCCASIONED  NOTHING  BUT  EVILS  UPON 
EARTH  ;    AND  YET  IT  WAS  PRETENDED  TO  BE  OF  DIVINE  ORI- 
GIN !" 

Here  die  addrefs  enumerated  feveral  different  epochs  of  Chriftianlty 
n  which  murders  and  maffacres  have  been  committed.  It  continued 
n  thefe  words  : 

Such  are  the  works,  such  are  the  trophies,  of  this 

*  religion  :   may  it  be  obliterated  from  thl  face  of 

*  the  earth  !  happiness  will  then  return  ;  mankind 

*  will  live  like  fritnds  and  brothers  :  from  this  au- 

*  spicious   moment  history,  w^hg^e  painft'l  task  has 

*  hitherto  beln  to  rhcord   the  crimes  of  religion, 

*  shall  have  nothing  to  commemorate  but  virtue 

*    AND  HAPPINESS.       We  SWEAR  THAT  WE  WILL  TOLERATE  NO 
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OTHER  WORSHIP  THAN  THAT  OfReASON,    LiBERTY,    EQUA- 

LiTY,  akd  the  Republic."  It  appears  by  the  votes,  thai  the 
-ivhsU  Convention  pined  in  this  oath  ;  and  the  Prcfident  made  the  fol- 
lowii^  reply  to  the  addrefs : 

"  In  a  single  moment  you  have  annihilated  the 
"  memory  of  eighteen  centuries  of  error  ;  your  phi- 

"  LOSOPHY    HAS    OFFERED   TO    RfaSON,    A    SACRIFICE    WOR- 

"  THY   OF  HER  ACCEPTANCE,  AND    FIT  TO    PROCEED    FROM    A 

"  TRUE   REPUBLICAN  SPIRIT.      ThE  ASSEMBLY  RECEIVES  YOUR 

**  OFFERING  AND  YOUR  OATH  IN  THE  NAME  OF  THE  COUNTRY." 

Thcfe  proceedings  in  the  Convention  and  Municipality  were  fecond- 
ed  by  good  writings,  indufh-ioufly  circulated  among  the  people,  by  the 
in<:ans  ordinarily  employed  for  ttie  propagation  of  every  favourite  doc- 
trine. In  one  of  them  appears  the  true  fpirit  and  principle  of  this 
reform :  It  is  there  maintained,  in  plain  and  direft  terms,  "  That  pro^ 
♦*  viiied  the  idea  of  a  Supreme  Being  he  nothing  more  than  a  phihfophical 
"  alftra^ion,  a  guide  to  the  imagination  in  the  furjuit  of  dtufes  and 
*^  effe&s,  a  refiing  place  for  the  curiofity  of  inquiring  mindsy  a  notion 
"  merely  Jpeculativey  and  from  which  no  practical  confequences  are  to  be  ap- 
"  plied  to  human  life,  there  is  no  great  danger  in  fuch  an  idea  :  but  if  it 
*•  is  to  be  made  the  foundation  of  morality  ;  if  it  is  to  be  accompanied  by 
■*  the  Juppofttion^  that  there  exijls  a  God  who  prejides  over  the  affairs  of  the 
**•  wiirldy  and  rewards  or  punijhes  nun  for  their  anions  on  earthy  accord- 
"  ing  to  fome  principle  of  retributive jujiice  \  there  can  be  no  opinion  morepre^ 
'*  judicial  to  the  interejis  of  fociety  :  that  the  idea  of  a  Supreme  Deity  is  a 
•*  defpotic  idea,  and  muji  be  fo  in  all  times  ;  that  mankind  can  never  be 
"  really  liberated  or  republicanifedy  fo  long  as  they  fljallpr(fcrvefuch  a  no- 
"  tion  ;  that  beings  who  adore  an  invijible  mafler  will  e(fily  helittje  that 
"  hs  may  accompli jh  his  ends  by  earthly  agents  ;  and  re/ifoning  by  analog y^ 
"  they  mufl  conclude  the  necejjity  of  fome  fyflem  of  ranks  and  orders  of  fo- 
"  cietyy  and  finally  of  fome  regular  Government  among  mankind  ;  and  thus 
"  the  feruitude  of  the  underjianding  will  enjlave  every  moral  and  political 
"  principle  " 

From  the  mouths  of  the  principal  aftors  in  this  extraordinary  fccnc, 
I  have  brought  before  you  the  main  fcope  and  objedt  of  their  defign  : 
It  was  not  (as  we  have'  been  told  on  this  day)  to  purify  their  own 
eftablilhed  mode  of  worfhip,  and  to  clear  it  from  the  errors  of  the  } 
church  of  Rome  ;  Proteftants  were  invited  to  unite  with  Catholics  in  j 
the  extinction  of  the  Proteftant  as  well  as  of  the  Catholic  religion  ;  I 
Protcftants  as  well  as  Catholics  were  denied  the  liberty  of  affcmbling  fori 
the  purpofc  of  public  worfhip  ;  Proteftant  as  well  as  Catholic  churchcsf 
were  (hut  up  ;  and  thofe  who  dared  to  celebrate  religious  worfhip,  ofj 
any  kind,  were  arrcftcd  and  treated  as  fufpeded  perfons.     Chriftianityj 
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was  ftigmatized  through  the  oigan  of  the  Prefidcnt  of  the  Convcn— 
tion,  amidft  the  applaufes  of  the  whole  audience,  as  a  fyftem    o€ 
murder  and  mafTacrey  which  could  not  be  tolerated  by  the  humanity 
of  a  revolutionary  government.     The  Old  and  New  Teftament  -were 
publidy  burnt,  as  prohibited  books.     Nor  was  it  cyen  to  Chriftianity^ 
of  any  denomination,   that  their  hatred  was  confined.   '  Even  Je^rs 
were   involved  in  this  comprehenfivc  plan ;    their    ornaments     q€ 
public  worfhip  were  plundered,  and  their  vows  of  irreligion  recorded  " 
with  enthufiafm.     The  rigour  of  the  laws  refpedVing  foreigners  was 
relaxed,  in  order  that  impiety  might  be  univerfally  propagated  for  the 
general  benefit  of  all  mankind.     The  exiiftencc  of  a  future  ftatc  was 
openly  denied,  and  modes  of  burial  devifcd  for  the  exprefs  purpofe  of 
reprefenting  to  the  minds  of  the  people,  that  death  was  nothing  more 
than  an  cverlafting  fleep ;  and  to  complete  the  whole  projed,  doc- 
trines  were  publicly  circulated  under  the   eye  of  the  government, 
maintaining  tliat  the  exiftcnce  of  a  fupreme  God  was  an  idea  incon- 
fiftcnt  with  the  liberty  of  man  :  and  yet  a  noble  Earl  *  in  this  debate 
has  lamented  that  the  French  government  (hould  have  met  with  any 
interruption  in  their  laudable  efforts  for  the  deftruftion  of  defpotifm 
and  fupcrftition !   I  truft  thofe  exprcflions  were  inconfiderately  ufed  : 
we  are  not  yet  fufl!icicntly  enlightened  in  this  houfe  to  confider  an 
attack  againft  Chriftianity,  and  even  againft  the  belief  and  worftiip 
of  a  God,  as  a  laudable  effort  to  deftroy  fupcrftition.     So  very  litde 
has  the  noble  Earl  examined  this  fubjeft,  that  the  moft  ftriking  fea- 
tures of  this  whole  fyftem  has  entirely  efcaped  his  obfervation.     It  is 
a  circumftance  well  deferving  of  attention,  that  as  the  anarchy  which 
prevails  in  France  is  accompanied  by  all  the  evils  of  defpotifm,  fo 
their  atheifm   bears   all  the   moft   odious   features  of   fupcrftition. 
Their   enthufiaftic  worftiip  of  thofe  abftradt  ideas  of  liberty  and 
equality  which  they  have  fubftituted  in  the  place  of  God  ;  their  bigot- 
ed   infidelit)^    their  intolerant  zeal  for  the  propagation  of  atheifm, 
and  their  furious  fpirit  of  pcrfecution  againft  every  mode  of  worfliip, 
have  not  been  furpaifcd,  and  have  feldom  been  equalled  in  the  moft 
fanguinary  periods  in  which  mifguidcd  and  fanatical  fuperftition  lias 
ever  difgraced  the  caufc  of  religion. 

But  fince  die  noble  Earl  has,  it  feems,  conneQed  thefe  impious 
proceedings  with  certain  political  principles,  I  beg  his  attention  to  what 
I  ftiall  now  offer  on  that  fubjedt,  with  the  view  of  fliewing  to  the  Houfe 
the  intimate  alliance  between  all  the  parts  of  the  French  fyftem,  and 
the  various  modes  in  which  they  all  mutually  aid  and  co-operate  with 
tach  other,  • 

•  X<ord  Wycombt. 
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The  Abbe  Syeyes,  the  author  of  the  (»^inal  Declaration  of  ri^ts, 
and  one  of  the  Committee  for  framing  the  Conftitution  of  the  i  oth  of 
Augufty  I793>  in  making  his  folemn  abjuration  of  religion^  explains 
(0  the  Ccmvention  the  caufe  and  the  progrefs  of  his  converfion ;  ho 
fays,  "  ^  iwtjhfs  have  long  dejired  this  triumph  of  Reafon  over  Super- 
JHtim*      I  repeat  now  what  I  have  always  felt ^  and  often  declared ^  that 

I  know  iw  other  worjbip  than  that  of  Liberty  and  Equality^  no  other 
"  religion  than  the  love  of  Humanity^  and  of  my  country.     When  the 

"  VIGOUR  OF  MY  UNDERSTANDING  FIRST  CAST  OFF  THE  ME- 
"  LANCHOLY  PREJUDICES  BY  WHICH  MY  YOUTH  HAD  BEEN  AF- 
"  FLICTED,  AT  THAT  MOMENT    THE    ENERGY    OF   INSURRECTION 

"  ENTERED  INTO  MY  HEART,  If  fince  that  time  I  have  fubmitted  to 
"  bear  the  chains  of  the  churchy  it  has  been  under  the  prefjure  of  the  fame 
^^  force  which  equally  fubjeSfed  all  free  fpirits  to  the  chains  of  the 
"  monarchy <.  The  day  of  the  revolution  necefjarily  diffolved  all  thofe 
**  o£ous  bonds" 

In  one  and  the  fame  moment,  the  mind  of  this  great  -man  was 
toudied  by  the  benignant  influence  of  atheifm,  and  by  the  facrcd  fpirit 
of  infurreftion,  and  was  at  once  miraculoufly  relieved  from  all  fenfc  of 
civil  obedience  to  his  King,  and  of  religious  duty  to  his  God.  Never 
was  fo  comprehenlive  a  fyftem  unfolded  to  the  world  by  an  cxpofition 
fo  clear,  (b  unequivocal,  and  fo  compendious.  The  noble  Earl  and 
the  Houfe  may  leam  from  thefe  few  words,  whether  it  was  fuperlti- 
tion  OT  religion,  defpotifm  or*  monarchy,  againft  which  the  violence  of 
the  Jacobin  faction  was  levelled,  and  why  tliey  thought  adicifm  the 
moft  fecure  foundation  on  which  a  revolutionary  government  could  be 
cftabliihed  ;  fuch  were  the  proceedings  by  which  the  abolition  of 
religion  was  attempted  in  France.  But  for  the  honour  of  humam 
nature,  tficy  did  not  anfwer  the  expeftations  of  thofe  who  had  digefted 
the  plan,  and  had  been  moft  aftive  in  providing  the  means  for  its 
execution.  Difclplined  in  crimes,  and  accuftomed  to  every  fcene  of 
rapine,  injuftice,  and  cruelty,  the  people  of  France  could  not  yet  be 
induced  to  renounce  for  ever  the  confolations  of  religion.  The  pro- 
vinces, almoft  without  exception,  were  fcandaliz^^d  at  the  audacious 
profligacy  of  the  government ;  and  even  at  Paris  the  ftrongeft  fymp- 
toms  ^of  the  fame  fcntimcnts  appeared.  Robeifpierre  himfelf  ^^'as 
alarmed ;  and  the  Jacobin  Club  thought  it  prudent  to  declare,  that 
under  all  the  exifting  circumftances,  they  admitted  the  idea  of  a  God. 
Apprehenlions  were  entertained  that  the  falutaiy  movement  of  terror 
mi^t  take  a  new  direction,  and  that  the  order  of  the  day  might 
be  enforced  againft  the  Government  itfelf.  At  length,  amidft 
the  difcontents  of  the  people,  who  claimed  aloud  the  free  exercifc  of 
religious  woifhip   guaranteed   to  them  by   the   Conftitution,  under 
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diQ  immediate  dread  of  an  approaching  convulfion,  after  many  drug- 
gies and  many  unfuccefsful  evafions,  flow,  reludant,  and  ambigu- 
ous, forth  comes  the  repentance  of  the  Convention !  Even  in  tlieir 
repentance  they  ffiU  betray  their  afFeftion  for  their  crime,  and 
thefr  eager  hope  of  renewing  it  under  more  propitious  circum- 
ftanccs.  They  are  compelled  to  tolerate  religious  worfliip,  and  to 
forbid  the  repetition  of  thofe  violences  which  had  been  cxercifed  to 
crufli  it  in  *every  part  of  the  country ;  but  in  the  fame  decree  tliey 
declare,  that  they  do  not  mean  to  furnifh  a  pretext  for  the  dijlurhance 
$f  patriots  J  or  to  check  the  a/pi  ring  flight  of  the  public  mind ;  they  invite 
citizens  to  abftain  from  all  religious  difcuflions,  and  to  employ  them- 
felves  wholly  in  the  contemplation  of  the  good  of  their  countr}'. 
.  Upon  farther  rcfle(5lion  they  add,  that  they  do  not  mean  to  difapprovc 
of  the  meafures  taken  by  tlicir  Commiflinners  in  die  fevcral  depart- 
ments, to  aid  the  people  in  the  deJlruEtion  of  Fanaticifm.  This  laft 
refolution  fanSions  the  imprifonmcnt  and  profcription  of  the  cl(Jrgy ; 
the  fliutting  up  and  profanation  of  churches  of  all  religions  ;  the  arts 
and  menaces  employed  to  induce  Catholics  and  Proteftants  to  abjure 
Chriftianit)',  the  eftabliflimcnt  of  new  forms  of  burial,  in  which  the 
cxiftence  of  a  future  ftatc  is  folcmnly  denied  ;  and  all  the  afts  of  op- 
prcflion  and  impiety  which  I  have  detailed  to  the  Houfe :  thus  their 
very  repentance  furnifhes  the  moft  inconteftible  proof  of  the  real  fcopc 
of  their  original  defign,  of  the  extent  to  which  it  had  been  carried  in 
pradtice,  and  of  their  future  intentions,  if  by  time  and  afliduity 
they  fliall  be  able  to  eradicate  from  the  public  mind  that  natural 
inftin<ft,  which  proved  an  infuperable  obftacle  to  the  fuccefs  of  their 
firft  attempt.  Having  thus  endeavoured  to  juftify  themfclves  in 
the  eyes  of  France,  they  felt  that  a  Government  which  openly 
overturned  the  fundamental  principles  of  all  religion,  muft  become 
an  objefl  of  alarm  and  abhorrence  to  every  foreign  nation:  their 
next  ftept  therefore  was  to  endeavour  to  vindicate  their  condudl 
to  all  Europe  ;  and  m  ith  that  view  Roberfpierrc  drew  up  an  anfwcr, 
as  he  ftyles  it,  to  the  Manifeftoes  of  all  Kings,  in  which  he  refutes;  in 
die  moft  triumphant  manner,  the  charge  of  irreligion,  wliich  had  been 
alledgcd  againft  the  Revolutionary  Government.  He  fays,  "  IVe  are 
"  accufed  of  having  declared  war  againfl  HcfrDen  itftlf :  But  zvhat  pec- 
**  pie  ever  offered  a  more  pure  worfhip  to  the  Supreme  Being  ?  The 
*'  death-warrant  <f  tyrants  lay  dormant  and  forgotten  in  the  timid  breajls 
'*  of  men  ;  we  called  it  forth  ;  we  executed  it :  to  punijh  Kings  is  to  ho^ 
^^murGod"  Here,  then  is  their  creed,  publicly  proclaimed  in  die 
face  of  all  Europe :  in  the  murder  of  their  innocent  King  is  con- 
tained the  whole  principle  and  prafticc  of  their  religion,  their  fole 
profcffion  of  faith,  and  their  cftabliflied  mode  of  worfliip :  A  profcf- 
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Son  of  faith,  and  a  mode  of  worfhip,  worthy  only  of  thofe  who  have 
fdaced  the  buft  of  Marat  on  the  Altar  of  God ! 

To  return  to  the  obfcrvations  which  have  4cd  me  to  this  digref- 
fuxiy  I  muft  remark,  that  while  the  deteAable  proje6t  of  abolifhing 
religion  has,  in  a  great  meafure,  failed  of  its  pmpofed  ef&6l  upon  the 
minds  of  die  people,  it  doesTiot  appear  to  have  been  much  more  fuc- 
cefefol  as  a  meafure  of  revenue  ;  there  is  every  reafon  to  believe  that 
it  has  not  been  produ<Sive  of  any  confidcrable  refource.  Although 
ux  churches  were  plundered  of  all  the  articles  of  value  which  could  be 
found  in  them,  yet,  when  it  is  recoliedted  that  many  of  ,thc  richeft 
ornaments  of  the  churches  had  been  fent  into  the  public  treafury  pre- 
vious to  the  loth  of  Auguft,  1792,  under  the  name  of  Patriotic 
Gifts,  a  large  deduction  muft  be  made  from  what  might  have,  been 
iuppoied  to  be  tlie  amount  of  this  refource.  In  addition  to  this  oir- 
cumfiance,  Cambon  (tares,  that  litde  or  none  of  the  church  plate  had 
reached  the  public  treafury,  having  been  pillaged  by  thofe  whofe  zeal 
had  been  the  moll  forward  in  promoting  the  worfhip  of  Reafon, 
Truth,  probity y  and  the  Nation.  In  all  probability  the  principal 
financial  advantage  of  this  meafure  is  to  be  found  in  the  redudlion  of 
the  falaries  of  the  cleig)'. 

I  will  now  recapitulate  the  leading  branches  of  the  revenue  of  the 
Revolutionary  Government  for  the  prefcnt  year.  The  tax  upon  all 
^eu-ly  income  below  the  value  of  four  hundred  pounds,  and  the  feizure 
of  all  yearly  income  above  that  fum,  including  a  tax  upon  the  funds, 
vpon  commercial  capital  of  every  dcfcription,  upon  private  debts,  and 
upon  all  money  not  laid  out  at  intercft  ;  arbitrary  local  loans,  levied 
upon  the  cgotifm  of  property,  and  the  malevolence  of  wealth  ;  taxes 
rafed  by  incompetent  authority ;  the  confifcation  of  all  concealed 
property  i  the  abolition  of  religion  :  tot  his  lift  might  be  added  the 
revenue  arifiiig  fipom  their  fyftem  of  criminal  juftice,  from  their  viola-  ♦ 
dons  of  perfonal  freedom  ;  and  collaterally,  from  their  regulations 
for  the  deffaiK^ion  of  agriculture  and  commerce,  and  for  the  mainte- 
r^nce  of  their  army  ;  thcfe  will  be  more  properly  confidered  under 
their  diilin£l  heads.  Various  accounts  have  been  given  of  the  fum  of 
!iK>ney  brought  into  the  Treafury  by  thcfe  exadlions :  It  has  been 
AScrtcd  to  be  fifteen  millions  ftfcrling.  Even  admitting  the  truth  of 
fuch  a  rumour,  when  we  compare  this  fum  with  a  monthly  expenditure 
cf  eighteen  millions  *  fterling,  it  will  appear  inconftderable  ;   and  it 

*  By  uiACCOont  laid  before  the  Convention,  on  the  loth  of  January,  1794}  it  appears, 
that  ootwithitandlng  all  the  extortion,  fraud,  ai}d  outrage,  committed  tor  the  purpofc 
cf  <>b:aming  revenue,  the  deficiency  between  the  receipt  and  expenditure  of  the  month 
ci  Frfmatrc,  ending  the  aoih  of  December,  1793,  was  no  lefs  a  ium  than  275  milltons 
df  tivret ;  a  deficiency  of  eleven  millions  fterling  between  the  receipt  and  expendtture 
(rf  a  Gaglc  month !  Paper  was  adlually  created  and  iiTued  in  th»t  one  month  to  th:» 
es:£r8MM  amottott 
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muft  not  be  forgotten^  that  the  means  which  have  been  employed  to 
procure  it  are,  by  the  Convention  itfclf,  admitted  to  be  of  a  nature  not 
to  be  renewed  *• 

I  now  come  to  mention  the  regulations  of  this  Government  refped^ 
ing  agriculture,  commerce,  and  internal  trade,  which  are  nearly  con- 
nefted,  both  in  principle  and  efFefl,  with  their  fyftem  of  revenue  :   a 
few  examples  will  be  fufficient  to  give  you  an  idea  of  the  fpirit  of  the 
whole.     The  depreciation  of  afiignats,  and  the  general  diftrefs  of  the 
country,  having  greatly  raifed  the  price  of  all  the  neceffaries  of  life,  the 
cxpence  of  maintaining  the  military  force  became  fo  heavy,  that  the 
Grovemment  was  compelled  to  refort  to  fomething  beyond  thofe  extraor- 
dinary projefts  of  revenue,  which  I  have  enumerated.     The   price 
of  the  articles  which  may  be  claffed  under  the  head  of  neceflaries 
of  life  in  France,  was,  upon  an  average,  about  two  thirds  higher  in 
the  year  1793  than  it  had  been  in  the  year  1790 ;  in  many  cafes 
the  increafe  was  infinitely  greater  t ;  the  price  of  labour  of  every  kind 
had  rifen  in  the  fame  proportion.    On  the  29th  of  September  the  Con- 
vention paifed  aj[decree  to  the  following  effeft  :  ^^  All  articles  enumeraud 
*♦  §  are  to  be  fold  at  fixed  "  price  Sy  one  third  above  the  aSfual price  in  1790. 
**  Allperjons  whofliall  buy  or  fell  any  of  the  articles  enumerated  at  a  price 
*<  above  tht fixed  price  ^  flsallpay  double  the  value  of  the  articles  fo  bought  or 
^^  fold:  their  names flj'all  be  inferted  in  the  lifi  offufpeSfedperfons^  and  they 
*f  Jhall  be  treated  accordingly.     All  wages ^  falarieSf  and  daily  hire  to  la- 
*'  bourers  or  mechanics,  fttall  be  fixed  at  the  fame  rate  as  in  the  year 


*  The  French  Minifter  of  Finance  has  boailed  that  hlsaffignsts  were  at  par  :  but 
the  laws  which  have  been  pafTed  for  puniHiing  with  long  impriJonment  any  pcrfon  who 
takes,  gives,  or  oifers,  amgnats  under  par,  and  the  laws  for  preventing  the  circulation 


»f  fpccie,  and  compelling  every  man  to  declare  the  quantity  in  his  pofliefllony  fuffi- 
ciently  account  for  this  circumilance. 

+  In  the  month  of  Augud  laft,  Woollens  had  rifen  about  two  thirds  ;  Linens,  cent 
per  cent.  Leather  and  Shoes  about  80  per  cent.  Soap  and  Candles  two  thirds; 
.Sugar  from  30  iols  per  lb.  to  5  livres  10  fols,  and  in  the  provinces  10  livres.  In  all 
the  Provinces  the  diftrefs  was  much  greater  than  at  Paris,  which  City,  under  a  parti- 
cular law,  has  been  for  fume  time  pall  fupplicd  by  exadlions  from  the  neighbouring 
•ountry. 

$     Articles  of  which  tlie  price  it  fixed  by  the  law  of  the  Maximum. 

Frelh  meat  Salt  meat  and  Bacon  Linen 

Sweet  Oil  Cattle  Butter 

Wine  Brandy  Salt  Fifti 

Cyder  Beer  Vinegar 

Cnarcoal  Coal  M'ood  for  fuel 

Woollens  Train  oil  Tallow  candles 

Pearl  Aflies  Sugar  Salt 

,    Paper  Leather  Honey 

Brafs  Lead  Iron 

Copper  Hemp  Steel 

"Woollen  StuflF  Kelp  Flax 
Cole  aod  Rape  feed 

All  raw  materials  of  manufacture. 

Wcodcn  Hioei,    Leather  Ihocs,  Snuff. 
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^*  1790,  mfh  the  addition  of  me  half  of  the  current  price  at  that  time, 
^*  The  Municipalities  may  put  into  a  flate  of  requijition^  and punijb^  ac-- 
**  carding  to  the  cofe^  with  three  days  imprifonmentf  any  wcrkman^  me^ 
**  chanicf  «r  labourer y  wh9  Jhall  refufe  to  work  at  the*  reduced  prices.  All 
^^  exifting  cmtr a ffs  fr  tke  public  fervice  are  fubje£fed  to  this  law,  and 
**  the  cintraQors  cr,npelled  to  fupply  government  at  the  reduced  prices^ 
^*  n^twithflanding  the  filpulations  in  their  contracts,  articles  oBually 
**  delivered  or  dijpatched  to  the  place  of  their  dejiinationy  at  t})e  time  rf  the 
**  dicree^  alone  excepted^" 

It  is  not  diflicult  to  conceive  the  ^c&  of  tliis  law,  which  com- 
pelled  every  merchant,  tradefman,  and  fliop-keeper,  who  muft  have 
^^irdiafcd  the  em^meratcd  articles  at  the  high  price  of  1793,  to  fqll 
riicm  at  the  low  price  fixed  by  the  Convention.  The  neceffary 
and  immediate  confequcncc  was  the  ruin  of\  every  perfon  on- 
vhom  the  law  was  executed;  none  could' efcape  but  thofe  who, 
hiving  goods  on  hand  not  of  a  pcri:hable  nature,  (hut  up  their  fhopi 
and  warchoufes  in  expe<ftation  of  better  times.  In  this  ftarc  of  things, 
a  fupplcmentary  law  was  pmpofcd,  with  two  profi-flcd  views,  which 
arc  fir^larly  combined,  to  relieve  the  fufFcrers  under  the  former  law, 
and  to  compel  a  more  exra<S  and  rigorous  execution  of  its  principles. 
It  was  introduced  by  a  Report  from  Bairere,  in  the  name  of  the 
Committee  of  Public  Welfare ;  which  deferves  particubr  notice,  be- 
aufc  it  contains  the  general  maxims  of  agriculture  and  commerce,  from 
which  arc  derived  all  the  decrees  of  the  National  Convention  on  thofe 
important  branches  of  political  economy. 

The  report  opens  with  a  feverc  complaint  in  the  name  of  liberty 
ag::inft  agriculture  and  commerce : — "  Liberty  in  eftablrjbing  herfelf 
**  upyn  the  French  territory  repojed  with  pkafure  jn  the  arms  of  agricuh 
•*  ture  and  of  commerce. 

**  But  what  has  Agriculture  done  for  Liberty  ?  Agriculture 
has  only  fought  to  increafe  her  ozv^  profits ^  to  calculate  her 
(m:n  advantages y  and  to  raife  the  price  of  all  the  neceffaries 
of  life. 

What  has  Commerce  done  for  Ltherty  ?  Commerce  has 
vjafied  thefources  of  internal  circulation  by  clandefltne  ex^ 
port  at  ions  ;  commerce  has  ncgMedy  with  afoii  of  counter  revo** 
lutionary  peevifbnefsy  every  fpecies  of  tnarlufadure  and  life ^ 
ful  art.     The  avarice  of  Commerce  is  become  the  accomplice  of 
Defpotifm.    IVe  might  be  inclined  to  think  that  Commerce  is 
a  monarcbichal  Jlave  unzvortby  of  liberty  y  ifzve  did  not  know 
the  caufe  of  this  mif  conduit ;  the  Mercantile  Government  of 
*'  England  b(ts  raifed  againft  us  the  commercial  inter efl  of  the 
*'  whole  worldy  andy  among  the  refl^  even  the  commercial  in^ 
Vot.  XXXVII.  L 


€€ 
t€ 

€f 

€€ 
9t 
94 

If 

t€ 

t€ 

U 

€4 


7*  PARLIAMENTARY'  A.  1794., 


t€ 


tereji  of  France. '**  The  Rqwrt  proceeds  toftatethat  the  la.\!« 
for  fixing  the  price  of  the  neceffaries  of  life,  or,  as  it  is  called,  tlic 
law  of  the  Maximum,  had  not  been  executed  In  many  parts  of  the  Re^ 
public,  and  that  the  law  itfelf  was  inadequate  in  its  provUions. 

"  Thf  law  of  the  Maximum  ought  to  have  embraced  the  whole  f^em   of 
**  commerce y  from  the'  grriVeVy  whofurnijhesthe  raw  material^  dszvn  to  the 
retail  merchant y  who  Jells  tkf  manufa^ured  article  t^  each  citizen  for  his 
daily  wants.   The  law  of  the  Maximum  ought  to  extend  ffver  the  ujhole  of 
the   ufful  chain    of  growers^    labourers^    manufacturers y    mechanics^ 
**  whole/ale  and  retail  merchants,       The  effeSl  of  this  would  ha'Vt.* 
^/  bein^  to  envelope  Commerce  on  all  fides  ^  to  inveji  it  (if/uch 
'*  an  exprejjion  may  be  ufed)  with  the  popular  interefls^   by 
"  purfiiing  it  from  its  very  fource  to  its  lafi  and  moji  impercep^ 
"  tihle  ramification.     This  would  have  been  the  true  way  fa 
^^  force  Commerce  to  become  ufeful  and  beneficial.     Commerce^ 
*^  in  other  countries  fo  ufeful^fo  beneficiahfo  neceffary^  is  be^ 
comCy  in  this  revolution  cf  liberty^  a  fort  of  avaricious  tyrant^ 
whom  J,  to  render  fervic  cable  y  we  have  been  obliged  to  enjlave^ 
The  Report  concludes  witli  an  ai^gument  to  prove,  that  the  "  San» 
*^  Culottes^  alone,  who  had  fufFercd  under  the  operation  of  the  law  of 
**  tlie  Maximum,  were  defcrving  of  any  relief,  becaufe  the  wholcfalo 
"  merchants   had   fufRcient  means  of  indemnifying  themfelves  by* 
**  ftock-jobbing,  and  other  fimilar  praflices." 

Thcfc  opinions  of  the  Committee  of  Public  Welfare  have  no  doubt 
aftonifhqd  the  Houfe,  accuftomed  to  cherifh  the  interefts  of  agricul- 
ture and  of  commerce,  as  being  eflfential  to  the  happiiiefs  of  the  pea*, 
pie,  and  to  the  opulence  and  ftrength  of  the  empire.  But  let  us  cx- 
mine  the  decree  which  followed  this  rejwrt,  and  fee  how  far  th^ 
praflice  of  this  Government  furpaffes  its  theory : 

The  decree  allows  five  per  cent,  profit  to  die  wholefalc  dealer,  and 
ten  per  cent,  profit  to  the  retailer  of  the  articles  enumerated  in, the 
former  law,  over  and  above  the  price  fixed  by  that  law.  It  then 
proceeds  to  enaft  the  two  following  regulations  : 

1.  *'  The  Convent  ion  i  wijbing  to  adminifter  relief  lo  the 
*^  poorer  clafs  of  the  people ^  decrees  that  an  indemnity  Jhall  be 
**  granted  to  thofe  mercbanls,  or  manufafiurers,  zvho  can  give 
^^fatisfatiory  proof  of  their  entire  ruin  under  the  operation 
*'  of  the  law  of  the  Maximum^  or  who  fb all  be  reduced  lo  a 
^^  fortune  of  tefs  than  400I.  capital. 

2.  *'  The  manufaElurers  and  wholefale  dealers  who,  fince 
*'  the  law  of  the  Maximum,  have  quitted,  or  fball  quit  their 
**  manufactories  or  trade,  /ball  be  treated  as  fufpeSei  ptu 
^'foiis.'' 
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ThuSy  then,  it  is  direflly  admitted,  that  the  former  law  had  jjready 
fxcaficxicd  the  ruin  of  many  pcrfons.aiFe^ed  by  it,  altliough  the  intar<- 
val  between  the  pafling  of  the  two  laws  Was  little  more  than  a  month*. 
But  the   pcrlbns  to  whom  relief  js  to  be  given  by  the  fecond  law, 
2IC  thofe  oiily  who  can  ^wt  faiisfa^forj  proof  ^  their  entire  ruin  ;  or 
>*h<ife  fdftunes  have  been  reduced  to  a  republican  level.  Whatever  may 
lave  been  the   property  of  any  merchant  or  manufadlurer  injured  by 
the  law  of  the  Maximum,  no  indemnity  is  to  be  granted  to  any  fuf- 
fcrerwhofe   capital  has  not  been  reduced  below  the  fum  of  400 1. 
By  what   icaie  the  Revolutionary  Government  has  meafured  the  ruin 
of  its  fubjeft^  it  is  not  very  caiy  to  underftand;     An  opulent  mer* 
chant  or  oianufacSturer  in  any  other  country,  who  by  the  fudden  eflfec^t 
of  a  fingle  law  fliould  find  Jbis  commercial  capital  reduced  to  a  fum 
of  400  1.  would  be  thcu^t  in  a  fituatipn  Xo  give  fatisfa^ory  proof  of  his 
entire  ruin.      But,  as  in  the  law  of  the  forced  loan,   the  fundamen- 
tal principle  was,   that  the  income  of  every  man  in  France  (hould  be 
wduccd  to  one  hundred  and  eighty  pounds,  fo  the  law  of  the  Maxi- 
mum fewns  to  have  carried'  the  do<^Tinc  of  equality  flill  farther,  and 
to  have  decided,  that  Ao  individual  (liould  poiTafs  a  commercial  capital 
of  nxMc  than  four  hundred  pounds. 

The  fecond  regulation  is,  perhaps,  the  moft  grievous  a£l  of  injuf- 
tice  and  opf  r^ion  that  ever  was  enforced  a^nfl  the  jnterefts  of  com* 
mcice.  To  compel  fubjcAs,  by  an  a<^  of  power,  to  exerclfe  any 
particular  branch  of  trade,  is  always  both*unju{l  and  impolitic  :  but  it 
was  refcrvcd  for  the  Revolutionary  Government  firft  to  render  particu- 
lar branches  of  trade  ruinous  to  rhofe  who  were  a<£lualiy  engaged  in 
thcro,  and  then  to  compel  the  fame  perfons  to  purfue  thofe  ruinous 
branches  of  trade,  and  to  imprifon  every  man  who  fhould  endea^^ 
vour  XD  fave  his  property  from  that  deftru6lion,  of  which  he  already 
fidt  the  approaches. 

The  firft  eflfcd  of  fuch  violence  would  undoubtedly  be,  to  transfer 
all  the  articles  affeded  by  the  law  into  the  hands  of  the  Government, 
and  to  facilitate  for  a  time  the  fupply  of  Paris,  and  of  the  arfxues: 
but  it  is  evident  ;hat  the  re-produ6iion  of  the  fame  articics  within  the 
country,  would  immediately  receive  a  fcvere  check,  and  that  no  man 
ikould  purchaie  them  from  foreigners  in  order  to  fell  tliem  again  at  a 
confiderable  lofs.  The  certain  confequence  of  this  meafure  muft 
therefore  be,  to  annihilate  the  ftock  of  all.  the  neceflkries  of  life. in 

£xtr«A  of  a  Letter  from  Lyons. 
*  We baveocitber  grain,  coali,  wood*  nor  provifionsof  any  kind.  Thetax  called 
Maxunam  was  publimcd  on  Saturday,  which  was  in  fa6l,  to  inform  the  peafants  to 
l>nng  nothing  to  market.  The  women  rofe  upagalnd  them,  and  menaced  them  wikh 
the  armed  force.  The  peafants  for  fix  leagues,  round,  keep  back  aU  eatables.  Thev 
foimd  the  tocfin  vphen  ouycrs  approach  Uiem^  and  treat  them  as  monopolizers  ;  rob 
and  aflaffiaate  them.  '  tr 


76  PARLIAMENTARY  A.  1794- 

Franc^i  and  to  haftcn  the  moment  when  it  will  become  impofliblc 
for  the  Government  cither  to  fubfift  the  people  at  home,  or  even  to 
maintain  an  army  upon  the  frontier*. 

Previous  to  the  pafling  of  this  law,  the  price  of  com,  grain,  and 
flour,  had  been  fixed  by  a  fpecial  decree  ;  and  I  have  already  obferved 
that  the  whole  crop  of  every  farmer  under  a  fundamental  article  of  the 
conditution  of  the  Revolutionarv  GoverrHncnt,  was  to  be  at  the  dif- 
cretion  of  the  Committee  of  Public  Welfare,  and  of  their  agents  xri 
the  fcvcral  departments.  This  leads  me  to  obfcrvc  ujxm  certain  ge- 
neral rights  with  rcfpc<S  to  the  produce  of  the  foil,  and  to  articlcia 
of  ordirKiry  confutpption,  claimed  by  the  Government  as  arifing  out 
of  the  revolutionary. ftate  of  the  Republic. 

The  firft  is  the  right  of  Preemption-.     In  the  report  upon    the 
law  of  the  Maximum,  Barrcrc  fays,   **  that  the  L-w  if  Preempt i^^rj  ren- 
**  ders , the  government  proprietor^  for  the  time,    of  every  thing  ikhich 
*•  commene^  indujiry^  or  ugriculttire  have  produced  from  thefily  cr  /Va-- 
**  ported  into  the  territory  of  France*^     It  is  impofliblc  to  hear  this  doc- 
trine without  remarking  the  intimate  conncdlion  between;  the  prin- 
ciples of    anarchy   on  which  the  Revolutionary   Government   was 
founded,    and  the   principles  of  dcfpotifm   by  which  it  is   main- 
tained.    From  the    fovereignty  of   the  people,    and   the    natural 
equality  of  mankind,   the  Government  deduces   its    p1  folutc  right 
to  the  produce  of  the  whole  foil  of  France,  and  to  the  whole  pro- 
perty of  every  individual  in  the  Republic :   a  right,  which  is  the   very 
cflTence  of  defpotifm,  and  which  has  hitherto  been  coniidcrcd  as  the 
charafterifiic  mark  by  whkh  arlntrary  government  was  to  be  diftin- 
guiflicd    from  limited    Power;   under  this   right,   fo  broadly  laid 
down,  the  Committee  of  Public  Welfare  afFc^Ss  to  claihi  nothing 
more  than  a  preference  in  the  purchafe  of  whatever  articles  may  be 
required  by  tlieir  agents  for  public  ufe ;  but  I  have  fhewn  already^ 
that  by  the  law  of  the  Maximum  they  have  exercifcd  the  power  of  fix- 
ing an  arbitrary  price  upon  all  fuch  articles.   The  right  of  Rcqwjition  fs 
derived  from  that  which  I  have  laft  defcribed  \  under  tliis,  the  officers 
of  government  are  empowered  to  require  from  ever)^  man  in  the  coun- 
try, not  only  whatever  part  of  his  property,  of  any  defcription,  they^ 
.  may  chufe  to  declare  ncceflary  for  the  public  ufc,  but  alfo  his  manual 
labour,   and   his  perfonal  fervice ;  and  while  this  arbitrary  requid- 
tion  remains  in  force,  no  man  can  difpofe  either  of  his  goods  cr  of  his 
labour,  to  any  other  purchafcr,  or  employer,  than  the  officers  employed 
by  the  ruling  fadtion.     You  have  feen  tliat  by  the  law  of  the  Maxi- 
mum, there  is  a  power  of  imprifoning  every  workman  or  day  la- 

*  The  Uw  of  thr  Maximum  paflied  on  the  29th  of  ScptCDiberi  th«  Supplcncaury 
Law  on  Uc  ift  ol  N>i vcmbcr. 
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bowser,  v^fao  (hall  attempt  to  eva4e  this  requilition.  If  anjf  pcrfon 
ihall  make  a  incorredl  declaraiion  of  property  which  has  been  put  i:Uo 
a  ftatc  of  requilition)  the  Grovcrnment  derives  from  that  circumftanco 
a  fenhcr  rig^t,  which  is  called  the  right  of  Pnhcmption^  ;  under  thii 
they  imnnediately  fcize  his  goods ,  and  fell  them  by  audlion  to  the 
profit  of  the  public  trc-.ifury. '  The  vexations  praftifcd  againft  fanners, 
vho  have  not  given  m  fatisfaclory  accounts  of  their  crop,  or  who 
have  ventured  to  fell  any  part  of  it  in  compliance  with  the  ui^cnt  de- 
mands of  their  ncfe:hbours,  arc  innumerable  ;  and  tlie  fame  violence 
has  been  ufcd  ngninft  every  perfon  engaged  in  trade  of  any  kind. 

Out  of  thefe extraordinary  rights arifcsas^xtraordinary  a  crime,  which 
is  called  the  crime  of  monopoly  ^  and  which  is  ufually  imputed  to  the  cla6 
of  merchants  and  weiilthy  farmers,  or  in  general  to  thofe  who  arc 
termed  Ejrclijlsj  according  to  the  definition  which  I  have  already  given 
of  that  word. 

A  MonopoUJl  is  the  poffeflbr  of  any  quantity  of  the  nccefliiries  of  life, 
beyond  the  exigency  of  his  daily  fubfiftance.  Every  man  tiiereforc, 
whofe  circumftances  are  at  all  above  indigence,  is  liable  to  the  charge 
of  monopoly.  Whoever  happens  to  have  laid  tip  any  quantity  of  the 
articles  which  the  Government  think  fit  to  require  for  their  fervicc,  is 
alfo  deemed  a  monopolift :  thus  every  farmer  whofe  bams  and  gra- 
Turies  are  not  empty  \  every  merchant  and  tradefman,  whofe  ware- 
houfe  or  (hop  is  not  entirely  unprovided  with  goods,  muft  be  fubjcS  to 
tfic  charge  of  monopoly  t.  This  crime  is  puniflied  differently  accord- 
ing to  the  enormity  of  the  cafe  ;  in  fome  inftances  the  punifhmcnt  is 
imprifonment,  attended  with  forfeiture  of  property  ;  but  it  is  much 
more  frequently  death. 

With  fuch  theoretical  maxims,  and  with  fuch  ja.  praftical  fyftcm, 
the  Convention  might  reafonably  have  expefled  to  find  both  agricul- 
ture and  commerce  in  that  ftate  of  Counter-revolutionary  peevijhnefs 
which  ihould  fufpend  cveiy  manufacture,  every  ufeful  art  of  induftry, 

•  Tlie  right  of  prchcmption  is  exptiined  by  the  following  articles  in  a  decree  of  Che 
Cooventjor  •     Or  Jered, 

ift.  Th^  the  Committee  of  Snbfiflencc  and  Supply  (hall  exercife  the  right  of  preherap- 
lioo  in  thecooriebf  the  prefent  day,  and  accordingly  (ball  cnlleO  together  all  the  fhoea 
ao«^  being  In  any  magazine,  warehoufe,  manuta^hire,  or  (hop  what(4)evcr. 

ad.  All  fuch  (hoes  (hall  be  Cent  within  twenty  four  hours  to  the  armies  of  the  Re- 
psblic 

3d.  Th:  popular  fodrties  and  the  different  fcdions  are  invited  to  dired  the  generolicy 
•£  the  cicizcns  towards  civic  gifts  of  (hoes. 

f  An  idea  of  the  nature  of  the  crime  of  monopoly  may  be  formed  from  i  few 
pactsciilar  inftances  :  a  wine  merchant  is  denounced  for  having  2000  bottles  of  wine  in 
his  cellars;  hcu  imprifoncd,  and  ihcy  areput  into  a  ftatc  of  prr^emption  for  the  public 
kfc.  Dc  MarbcBuf,  a  grocer,  it  denounced  for  having  a  large  (lock  of  fugar  and  coffee 
ip  her  poffeffion ;  the  agents  of  Government  order  it  to  be  put  into  circulelidtit  and 
accordiogly  it  is  fold  by  auaion  for  the  pro^i  of  the  Trcafary,  and  ftie  is  feat  to  the 
^rilaa  of  S^  Pelagie, 
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and  every  honeft  puriuit  of  (kill  or  labour.  They  need  not  have 
foi^ht  in  the  influence  of  the  mercantile  Government  of  England,  (as 
they  term  it)  an  cflcA  which  is  the  natural  and  inevitable  icfult.  of 
their  own  violence  and  oppreflion.  But  concluftons  of  more  import- 
ance to  our  prefent  deliberation  may  be  drawn  from  this  detail.  I 
have  (hewn  already,  that  by  the  forced  loan,  they  have  cSc&uBHf 
chedced  the  progrcflive  increafe  of  commercial  capital ;  by  the  law  of 
die  Maximum,  with  its  fupplement,  tliey  have  gone  a  ftep  fur- 
ther, and  have  direiSlly  fei7ed  the  whole  commercial  flock  of  the 
country,  for  tlie  fervicc  of  the  current  year.  I  have  (hewn  already, 
that  according  to  their  own  flatements,  and  to  the  very  nature  uf 
things,  their  extraordinary  expedients  of  Finance  cannot  be  renewed 
with  any  profpe6l  of  fi^c^efs.  It  is  equally  evident,  tliat  their  regu- 
)atk>ns  refpeding  agriculture  and  internal  commerce,  cannot  be  con^ 
tinued  without  exhaufling  the  country  of  the  nccefTaries  of  life.  The 
rapid  operation  of  every  part  of  this  fyflem,  may  be  fecn  in  the  cfFert 
of  the  law  of  the  Maximum,  which  had  not  pafTed  more  than  a  month 
when,  as  Barrere  flatcs,  it  had  entirely  ruined  all  thofc  upon  whom 
it  had  been  efFedtually  executed,  and  had  increafed  the  dif&culty  of 
procuring  the  very  articles,  the  price  of  which  it  ^'as  intended  to 
reduce. 

With  refpe<Et  to  foreign  commerce,  it  may  be  confidcred  as  nearly 
annihilated.  The  exportation  of  all  the  articles  enumerated  in  the 
law  of  the  Maximum,  (in  which  are  included,  all  the  principal  articles 
of  the  French  export  trade)  is  abfolutely  prohibited.  Whatever 
foreign  commerce  now  cxifts,  is  carried  on  exclufively  by  the  Go- 
vernment, for  the  purpofe  of  fupplyii^  the  armies,  and  of  poftponing 
that  difhefs  for  the  means  of  fubfiflance,  which  now  threatens  every 
part  of  France.  When  we  recoiled,  that  one  third  of  the  to- 
tal coUedive  income  of  the  individuals  of  France  is  fhtcd  to  arife 
from  commerce,  we  may  judge  what  a  blow  has  been  given  to  the 
refourccs  of  the  Government,  by  the  entire  deflrudion  of  the  intcreils 
of  commerce,  both  internal  and  foreign. 

Such  is  the  fyftem  eflablifhcd  upon  the  ruins  of  every  right  of  pro- 
perty, and  of  every  foundation  of  general  opulence,  by  which  the  Re- 
volutionary Government  have  hitherto  procured  their  revenue,  and 
maintained  and  fupplied  their  numerous  armies. 

It  remains  to  be  confidered  by  what  applications  of  terror  this 
fyilem  has  been  enforced. 

Among  the  mofl  facred  rights  of  a  free  people,  and  the  molt 
efTential  maxims  of  juflice,  are,  the  right  of  perfonal  freedom,  and 
the  maxim  that  no  perfon  fhould  be  punifhed  without  being  beard. 
Thefe  rights  were   guaranteed  to  the  people  in    France    by   the 
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Conilitution  of  the  loth  of  Auguft,  1793.  In  defiance, 
hovrever,  of  that  Conditution,  arbitrary  imprifonmenty  and 
puni^fTient  upon  mere  fufpiciony  the  moft  vexatious  and  odious 
inffaiunents  of  defpotic  power,  have  been  employed  by  the  Re« 
vdutionary  Government,  with  a  violence  furpafling  all  that  is  recorded 
of  the  moft  rigorous  tyrannies  that  have  ever  afflided  mankind.  They 
have  fomaally  and  openly  abolifhed  every  traqe  of  perfonal  liberty  in 
France  by  a  fingle  law,  which  requires  no  other  comment  than  the 
procecdir^  of  the  Convention  itfelf.  Barrere,  \rx  a  Report  from  the 
Committee  of  Public  Welfare,  explains  the  principle  and  objeft  of 
this  law  :  he  fays,  **  The  quality  of  mercy  is  the  firfi  Jacrifice  which  n 
go^  Republican  owes  to^  his  Country.  In  order  to  preferve  the  Revo^ 
lutionary  vigour  of  the  Gcvemment,  an  infiitution,  terrible  indeedj  but 
mcefjarjy  an  injlitutionj  which  has  been  thefalvation  of  France  y  has  been 
"  d'JJimiTUsied  throughout  all  the  Sections  and  all  the  muncipaliti/Sf  I 
"  mian  the  law  for  the  arrefi  of fufpe^ed  perfonsn  The  keen  and  pier-* 
"  cing  eye  of  jealous  liberty  has  been  fixed  upon  every  Citizen^ 
"  bos  penetrated  into  every  family  ^  and  pervaded  every  habi^ 
"  tation. 

Public  Opinion^  which   is  formed  upon  the   review  of  innumerable 

**  tranfailions  of  various  kindsp  which  have  paff'ed  at  all  the  periods  of  the 

Revolution,  from  its  commencement  down  to  the  prefent  tinuy   Public 

Opinion  has   marked  out  the  perfons  who  ought  to  be  fufpe£ledy  an4 

•'  thej  have  acczrdingly  fallen  under  the  feverity  of  the  law  : 

Birth,  prejudices  of  pride,  and  habits  of  ariflocracy  have  marked 
out  every  remnant  of  the  gentry  of  France  as  a  jufi  objeSi  offuf- 
**  picion. 

The  ufelefs,   if  not  dangerous  nature  of  their  occupation,  their  illicit 
gains,  their  confidential  concern  in  the  pecuniary  affairs   of  foreigners 
**  are  fufficient  grounds  for  the   arreft   of  the  zvbole  clafs    of 

•*    BANKERS. 

**   Their  cruel fpeculations,  their  contempt  for  afjignats,  their  fordid  at^ 
tachment  to  their  own  inter efi,  have  ef  ranged  all  lAE'B.QHAiiTS  from 
their  fellow  citizens  ;  they,  therefore,  form  another  clafs  of  fufpeSfed 
**  perfstns  : 

"  The  relationSfparents  of  emigrants,  thofe€vho  have  aided  them  in  their  ef- 
cape,  lltofe  whom  nature  and  the  ties  of  blood  have  made  the  neceffary 
accomplices  of  all  their  fentiments  of  hatred  or  affe^ion,  all  thefe  are 
equaOy  obnoxious  tofufpicion> 

"  All  the  Clergy  who  have  refufed  the  ConfUtutional  Oath,  and  who 
**  think  that  all  is  ToJI  becaufe  THEIR  TRADE  is  become  useless  : 
**  all  the  ancient  MAGISTATES ;  all  thofe  who  have  teen  bred  to  the 
**  rROFESSiON  OF  THE  LAW,  OTC  deflimd,  by  their  habits  and  inSertfls^ 
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^  to  PEOPLE  the  public  prijons.  Theft  are  the  claffis  of  Jociety  which 
are  fentenced  at  once  without  being  heard ;  thefe  -are  the  profeffions 
which  carry  their  condemnation  with  them ;  thefe  are  the  natural  eon^ 
*'  ne5ficm  of  parentage  and  affeSlion  which  it  is  the  duty  of  the  law  t9 
^*  firike  without  trial  and  without  mercy.  Let  us  banijh  all  compajffion 
^^  from  our  bofoms  !  Oh  what  innumerable  mif chiefs  may  be  produced  by  a 
^'  falfe  fentiniertt  of  pity  !  Shall  not  a  few  flaves  of  monarchy  facrifice 
^^  fome  moments  of  their  ufelefs  and  ina^ive  liberty  for.  the  falvation  of  the 
Republic  ?  They  Jhall  be  taught  to  Isve  liberty^  by  fuffering  a  long 
confinement ;  this  is  true  humanity ;  for  this  is  the  only  fpeedy  and  effec- 
^*  tual  method  ff  finijhing  all  our  calamities y  of  completing  the  revolution^ 
and  of  eJ^ahHfl}ing  the  Republic  on  an  immovable  foundation.     Thus 

this  great  and  free  Republic  Jhall  draw  pewjlrengtb  and 
vigour  not  only  from  the  number  of  her  defenders  on  the 
^*  front iery  but  from  the  number  of  her  enemies  imprifoned 
ivithin  her  bofom  ;  and  the  liberty  of  the  people  ft>all  gro*zv 
andfiourifh  amidfi  crouded  camps  and  overflowing  jails  " 
I  have  quoted  this  paflionate  invedUvc  againft  mercy  and  jufticc 
for  the  purpofe  of  apprizing  you  of  the  general  ideas  of  the  Legiflators 
of  France  upon  the  fubjedl  of^  perfonal  libert}' ;  I  will  now  read  to 
you  the  laysr  itfelf  which  pafTed  on  the  17  th  of  September. 

**  I.  Immediately  after  the  publication  of  the prefent  decree ,   all  fu/'- 
peSied  pcrfons  who  Jhall  be  found  within  the  territory  of  the  republic 
and  who  are  yet  at  large ,  Jhall  be  put  into  aftate  of  arrefl. 
"  ^hofc  fliall  be  dpcmcd  fuffe6led  perfms^ 

a.  Who  by  their  connections  or  relationjhipy  by  their  difcourfes  or 
ft/ritings,  have  Jbewn  thetnf elves  to  be  partizans  of  tyranny  and  fedem^ 
*'  lifm^  and  enemies  of  liberty.  3.  IVho  hffue  no  vifihle  tn^cms  offuhfijl^ 
encCy  or  who  cannot  prove  the  dif charge  of  their  civic  duties  ;  4.  Thofe 
to  whom  certificates  of  civifm  have  been  refufed ;  5.  Public  officers 
"  difmijjed  or  fufpended  by  the  Convention  ;  6.  Sucfi  of  the  nobility ^  huf-^ 
'*  bands  y  wives  ^  fathers^  mothers^fons  and  daughters  y  brothers  or  ftflers^ 
'*  9r  agents  of  the  emigrants^  as  have  not  conflantly  manifefled  their  at-^ 
^^  tachment  to  the  Revolution;  7.  Thofe  who  have  emigrated  between 
''  July  I  fly  1789,  and  the  publication  of  the  law  of  the  Sth  of  April, 
**  1792,  although  they  may  have  returned  into  France  within y  or  before, 
**  the  period prefcribed  by  that  law;  8.  The  Committees  of  Superintend^ 
anccy  or  the  Revolutionary  Committees  appointed  in  their  flcad  by  the^ 
Coreuentiony  or  by- its  CommiJJionerSy  in  the  feveral  department Sy  are  to 
"  make  lifls  of  all  the  fufpeSted  perfons  within  the  limits  of  their  refpe£fi*oe 
*^  jfirifdi^ions,  to  ijfue  warrants  of  atrefl,  and  to  feal  up  their  papers^ 
**  Arrefled ptrfohs  are  to  be  permitted  to  take  fuch  part  of  their  furniture 
♦'  iitto  pnfon  with  them  as  may  be  of  abfolute  neceffity^     I  o.  Thrf  are  (^ 
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defray  the  expence  of  their  guard.  It  t .  Civil  and  criminal  trihunak 
wuty  detain  as fufpeSied  ferfont  thofe  whofe  iruUSfrhents  have  been  thrnuH 
"  sui  iy  the  juries  of  accufatim  previous  to  trials  and  thofe  whojhallhava 
*^  JiT^d  their  trial  and  have  been  acquitted.** 

In  addition  to  thefc  precifc  definitions  of  fufpeded  peHbns  by  (ht 
fborth  artidt:  of  the  law,  all  thofc  to  whom  certificates  of  civifm  (haft 
have  been  refiifed,  are  included  within  that  defcription.  The  ccrti- 
ficatcs  of  civifm  are  granted  or  refufed  at  Paris  at  the  difctetion  of 
the  Municipality  ;  and  on  the  loth  of  Odlober,  1793,  "  The  Pro- 
*'  curetir  of  the  Commons  of  Paris  reports  to  the  Council  General 
*'  the  characteristic  marks  and  figns  by  which  the  Council  may  re- 
••  cqg:nize  fufpccted  pcrfons,  and  thofe  to  whom  certificates  of  civifm 
*'  ought  to  be  refufed.  Thefe  charaftcrifUc  marks  and  figns  includt 
**  ib  largje  a  defcription  of  perfons,  that  if  a  limilar  regulation  were  ta 
•*  be  enforced  in  any  country,  or  in  any  afTembly,  it  is  difficult  to  Ima- 
"  ginc  any  poGible  cnfe  which  might  not  be  brought  under  fome  on* 
*'  of  the  articles  of  this  expofition  of  the  law  ;  for.  Sir,  you  will  ob- 
**  fervc,  that 

I.**  All  thofe  who  check  the  energy  of  the  people  f  and  embarrafs  the  pr§^ 
"  eeedings  of  popular  affemblies  by  artful  fpeeches^  turbulent  cries y  andm^ 
"  n/uesy  ate  fufpeBed^  and  to  be  arrejled. 

2.  "  ^Thoje  wfjo  with  more  prudence  talk  myfleriouJJy  of  the  calamities 
**  f  the  country  J  lament  the  condition  of  the  people^  and  are  alway  reaiy^ 
**  to  fp read  had  news  with  an  affiliation  of  regret* 

3.  "  Thofe  who   change  their  language   and  conduct  according  to 


**■  events. 


4-  **  ^^  "^ho  pity  the  greedy  farmers  and  metchants  againjl  whom 
"  the  law  is  compelled  to  take  eff'eBual  meafures. 

5.  **  Thofe  who  talk  of  liberty ^  but  viftt  the  late  Nobility  ^  the  Counter^ 
**  revolutionary  Qergy^  the  Arljlocracyy  the  Feuillants,  and  the  Moderates, 
*'  and  appear  to  take  an  interejl  i/i  their  fate, 

6.  *•  Thofe  who  have  taken  no  aSlive  part  in  the  Revolution^  and 
'•  who  pleady  in  their  exculpation  j.  the  payment  of  taxes ^  or  rf  patriotic 
••  giftSy  or  their  fervicesy  either  in  perfon  or  by  fubflitutcy  in  the  national 
''guard, 

7-  **  Thofe  who  have  received  the  Republican  Conjlitution  •  with 
"  indifference^  and  have  declared  falfe  efprehonjions  refpe£fing  its  durw^ 
^  iion  and  ejhibli/hment. 

8.  "  Thofe  who  have  done,  nothingfof  or-againfi  liberty. 

9.  •*  Thofe  who,  negle£l  Aeif  attendance  in  the  popular  affimblies  undet 
'*  pretence  (f  being  unable  to  fpeak  in  public,  or  of  being  engaged  in  tfj^ 
"  care  tf  their  own  affairs, 

*  The  Gooftitdtioo  had  aaiiaUvbtM  i^tn^vi  wbem  iImTc  r«f»l»U«M¥UM« 
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y  10.  *f  Thofe  who  /peak  with  contempt  of  the  ejlahlljhei  authorities^ 
*^  of  the  Emblems  of  the  law,  of  the  popular  AJfemblieSf  or  of  the  Defenders, 
**  of  Liberty  *:' 

All  thefc,  Sir,  are  to  be  committed  to  fafc  cuftody,  and  detained  in 
{^fon  until  the  peace. 

•  By  the  laft  article  of  the  law  a  dafs  of  perfons  is  included,  very  in* 
confiderable  indeed  in  number,  but  which  one  might  fuppofe  to  be  ex- 
empt from  fufpicion  even  under  all  the  vigilance  and  jealoufy  of  a  Re- 
volutionary Government ;  I  mean  thofe  that  have  been  acquitted 
by  the  previous  jury  of  accufatiort,  or  who  have  been  declared  innocent 
after  a  regular  and  folemn  trial.  By  reference  to  the  daily  lift^ 
which  are  publifhed  of  criminals  condemned  or  acquitted  by  the  Revo- 
lutionary Tribunals,  I  find,  that  far  the  greater  proportion  of  the  very 
few  who  have  the  fortune  to  efcape  death,  arc  detained  in  prifon  as 
fufpcifted  perfons,  upon  the  mere  requifition  of  the  public  accufer. 
This  is  the  pcrfeftionof  tyranny.  It  is  not  enough  to  deprive  men 
of  their  liberty  without  alledging  any  fpecific  crime  againft  them,  and 
witho  It  admitting  them  to  a  hearing  ;  but  even  after  they  have  been 
heard  and  declared  innocent,  they  are  ftill  fubjedled  to  penalties  which 
belong  only  to  convi*5ted  guilt. 

By  different  laws  and  regulations,  feveral  other  claflTes  have  been 
iddcd  to  tli(:  lift  of  fufpe<3ed  perfons  ;  fuch  as,  thofe  who  difobey  the 
requUitions  laid  on  their  property  ;  thofe  labourers  or  workmen  who 
difobey  the  requilitions  laid  on  their  manual  labour  ;  thofe  who  have 
(hut  up  their  fliops  or  warehoufes  on  account  of  the  reduced  price  of 
goods  under  the  law  of  the  Maximum ;  and  laftly,.  th^fe  who  keep 
the  day  heretofore  called  Sunday.     Thefe  laws  were  executed  with  fuch 
aftivity,  that  not  only  all  the  prifons  were  foon  crowded  with  fufpected 
perfons,  but  the  churches  and  dcferted  palaces  qi  the  nobility  and  of 
the  princes  of  the  blcod  were  converted  to  the  fame  ufeful  purpofe. 
On  the  15th  of  September,  previous  to  the  palGng  of  tlic  law,  the 
total  number  of  prifoners  confined  at  Paris  was  2020  ;   at   the  latter 
end  of>  December  it  was  5000  ;  and  notvrithftahding  the  number  of 
executions,  it  is  ftill  xapidly  increafing.      This  unparalleled  oppref- 
£on  has  been  extended  with  equal  fe verity  over  all  the  provinces ; 
the  letter^  from  the  CommilTioners  of  the  Convention  are  filled  with 
expreflions  of  felf-applaufe,  and  of  congratulation  to  tlie  Convention, 
upon  the  increafing  number  of  ftate  prifoners  in  the  feveral  depart* 
nicnts. 

'  *  It  appears  that  the  virtue  cf  civirm  haa  never  been  very  accurately  defiaedj  aU 
•lioitgh  ilie  want  of  it  fubjcCls  men  to  the  lofs  of  their  liberty.'  One  indance  wtll 
ierve  to  ihcw  ihc  manner  in  which  ceruficatei  of  civifm  are  granted*  and  refufed  at 
Paris.  A  certificate  of  civifm  was  refufed  to  PaliCTot,  a  dramatic  author,  for  having 
ridiculed  J.  J.  RoufTcau  in  a  comedy;  it  was  granted  to  him  foin«  time  tftcc^oahi^ 
proving  that  be  bad  praifcd  ILgim^eau  in  oUitr  wa/k*. 
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One  of  die  commiflTioners  writes,  in  the  moft  triumphant  tone,  from 
Rochcfbrt :  "  The  empire  of  liberty  is  ejiablijhed;  the  prifcns  begin  ta 
^^  Jill  in  every  part  of  this  neighbourhood.**  • 

Dumontiv  Commifliuner  from  the  Convention  in  the  tfepartments  of 
La  Sommc  and  Pas-dc-Calais,  informs  that  affembly,  "  that  he  had 
"  harangued  the  people  at  Boulogne  with  a  dagger  in  one  hand  and  a 
'*  torch   in  the    other;  and  had  threatened  to  declare  the  whole  town 
**  in  ajlate  of  rebellion^  if  all  the  pei^ple  did  not  aid  him  in  the  arrefi  of 
**•  fufpeittd perf^ns  ;  and  thus  he  had  caufe^  the  fufpeffed  perfons  arrefled- 
"  in  that  town  to  be  brought  before  him  in  forty  four  carts  on  their 
"  tvay  to  their  refpeBive  prifons.**     This  letter  furnilhcs  us  with  fom# 
idea  of  the   numbers  who  have  been  deprived  of  their  liberty  in  th^ 
provinces.      Camille  Defmoulins,   a  pcribn  M'ell  acquainted  with  al) 
the  (ecrets   of  the  Revdutionarv  Government,  calculates  that  th^ 
total  number  of  fufpedcd  perfons  arrefted  all  over  France  between 
the  17th  of  September,    1793,  and  fhe  Vcginning  of  January  1 794, 
vas  not  Ufs  than  two  huntlred  thcufand ;  and   his   ftatcment,  which 
tppcars  confiftent  with  the  geneml  circumibnces  of  the  cafe,  hat 
never  been   contra(^i61ed,  although  *be  has  (ince  fallen  into  difgrac^ 
mith  his  party  on  account  of  the  freedom  of  his  animadverfions  uport 
thtir  condudi. 

The  unfortunate  perfons  thus  confined  receive  fuch  a  treatment  ai 
might  be  expelled  from  the  dcfpicable  charafler  of  the  Jacobin  Fac- 
tion. The  tyranny  exerciff  d  under  the  orders  of  Robcrfpierre  and  hii 
ajTociates  has  uniformly  been  as  minute  and  unmanly  in  eveiy  ftudioui 
refinement  of  cruelty  aud  vexation  by  which  the  fufferings  of  helplefi 
individuals  could  be  aggravated,  as  it  has  been  audacious  and  violent  in 
the  fubveriion  of  all  the  mod  important  rights,  and  in  the  deilruc^ 
tion  pf  all  the  moft  valuable  interefts,  of  the  colledlivc  body  of  the 
people,     A  (ingle  circumftance  wiH  illuftrate  this  obfervation : 

On  the  1 6th  of  November,  Levaffeur,  a  member  of  the  Conven- 
tion, enters  Aat  aflembly  in  great  heat ;  he  fays,  "  /  amjafl  returned  • 
^  frym  Chantilly^  heretofore  in  times  of  floeoery  the  palace  of  the  fttmily  of 

*  Conde^  but  now  under  the  reign  of  liberty  converted  into  a  prifon-houfe 
\for  the  detention  offufpefled  perfons  ;  IJa'VQ  the  kitchen  of 

*  thofe  arrefled  gentlemrn,  and  I  was  fcandalized  at  tb^ 
'  preparations   making  for  their  entertainment.     It  would 

feem  that  thofe  gentlemen^  not  expe Sling  to  live  long,  weri 
'  determined  to  make  the  mofl  of  their  time  :  all  the  eggs,  but-^ 

*  /^r,/«^^r,  and  coffee,  in  the  neighbourhood  had  been  fore^ 
^flailed  and  monopolized  for  the  ufe  of  thofe  gentlemen.  I 
'  immediately  reprefented  this  enormous  abufe  to  the  Re%folu^ 

*  tionary  dmmittee  (^  the  village  y  the  whale  Committee fiar^ 
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*^  edmy  jujl  indignation^  and  we  concerted  meafures  tof^^rber 
for  an  effe£lual  reform  of  this  abominable  luxury*     Pf^e  or^ 
dered  that  for  the  future  the  fod  of  thofe  gentlemen  Jbould 
be  of  the  m^ft  ordinary  kind ;  that  no  diflinSion  ofperfons 
*^  Jbould  be  olfervcd  ;  arA  that  ^all  the  prifoncrs^  ofivhate^jer 
*'  quality  Qr  defer ipi ion y  Jbould  be  put  upon  the  fame  common 
^*  and  fraternal  regimen.''     The  Convention  approves  this    Re- 
publican order,  and  decrees,  *'  that  the  food  of  the  perfons   dc^ 
*'  tained  in  the  different  prifon-houfs  Jfjall  be  frugal,  and  the 
^*  fame  for  all,  the  Rich  paying  for  the  Poor,'*     In  confc- 
quence  of  this  decree,  fufpedled  perfons  are  compelled  to  cat   i^idi 
tilclr  fervants,  and  their  property  is  indifcriminatcly  applied  tq  defray 
the  common  expcnccs  of  the  whole  prlfon.     On  the  20th  of  Decem- 
ber, when  (to  ufc  the  words  of  Barrcre)  the  jealous  eye  of  liberty  had 
penetrated  into  every  family,  and  pervaded  every  habitation  \  when  the 
inflexible  fevcrity,  and  the  indefatigable  adlivity  of  the  delegates  of 
freedom  had  peopled  the  dungeons  of  every  prifon  ;  an  humble  pcti- 
tl  n  was  preferitcd  at  the  bar  of  the  tonvention  by  feveral  women, 
tv*  icUiions,  the  wives,  the  children,  and  the  parents  of  perfons  con- 
fined upon  fufpicion,  imploring  that  they  might  be  brought  to  trial,  if 
any  crime  could  he  imputed  to  their  charge ;  or,  if  not,  that  they 
jnight  be  reftored  to  tlie  enjoyment  of  liberty,  the  common  right  of 
all  who  have  not   tanfgrefled  the  laws.      The    peiiiioners    were 
(harply  reprimanded  by  tlic  Prefident,   who  told  them,  <*  that  the 
♦*  Convention  had  been  already  too  rnerciful,  that  it  had  departed  from 
<*  th«  ancient  models  of  republican  (cwcntjy  for  that  in  all  the  republics 
*^^of  antiquity  J ufpeiied  perf:ns  were  not  merely  imprifoned,  hut  put    t§ 
*'  death"     However  a  ncv;  decree  is  propofcd  by  Robcrfpicrrc  in  a 
fpeech,  in  which  he  alfo  animadverts  upon  the  mifcondudl  of  thefe 
incivic  women,  who  could  liften  to  tlie  voice  of  nature,  and  to  the 
cry  of  blood  when  tlie  liberty  of  their  country   was  at  ftakc.    'The 
decree  enacts,   "  that  ^fecret  commiflion  conlifting  of  two  Members 
*<  of  the  Committees  of  Public  Welfare  and  of  General  Safety,  ihall 
**  be  appointed  to  confider  of  the  means  of  reforing  to  liberty  any  pa- 
**  triots  whoy  by   accident ^  may  harue   been  imprifoned  with   the   arijlo^ 
**  crati*    The  C^mmiJJioners  are  to  exercfe  their  funSIims  with  all  necejj'ary 
*^*  fevcrity y  and  are  to  he  peculiarly  cautious  mt  to  enervate  the  energy  of 
**  the  revolutionary  meafures.      The  names  of  iheje  Cunmiifjioncrs  are  to  be 
^*  hpt  fecret  from  the  public ,  in   order  to.  avoid  the   danger  of  folici^ 
^'  tations  ;  and  they  are  to  difcharge  no  perfon  from  prifon  without  the 
*'  authority  of  the  two  Committees  of  Public  Welfare  and  of  Gcncial 
f'  Safbty." 
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On  ifae  a6di  of  December,  Barrere  makes  the  report  iiiiich  I  have 
already  quoted  to  the  Houfe ;  and  he  moves,  in  the  name  of  the  Com- 
mittee of  Public  Welfare,  that  five  members  in  place  of  two  (hould  be 
appointed  for  the  fame  purpofe,  (hould  affemble  twice  every  day,  and 
ihould  decide  fummarily  on  ail  cafes  of  arreQ,  without  reference  to 
the  Comnuttecs.  In  other  refpedls  Barrere's  deciee  is  perfedtly  coa> 
formablc  to  die  fpirit  of  Robcrfpicne's ;  neither  the  fecrecy  of  the 
conmiffion  nor  the  recommendation  of  feverity  being  in  anj  degree 
altered.  But  even  this  decree  appears  too  mild  not  only  to  Robcr- 
fpknrc,  but  to  the  majority  of  the  Convention.  Robcrfpierre  obje<£li 
to  it,  as  being  of  the  moft  dangerous  tendency,  and  quite  contrary 
to  the  fpirit  of  that  which  had  already  paffed  in  confequence  of  hit 
ovn  ir.ction.  He  fays  "  It  ^  would  be  a  great  prejudice  to  the  Jlate 
*'  to  ahforb  the  energy  offk)e  members  of  the  Conventiotty  by  employing 
♦•  them  in  deciding  upon  the  innumerable  complaints  which  they 
**  would  receive  from  all  parts  of  the  Republic^  zvhcre  all 
"  the  pri/jns  were  filled  with  perfons  arrefled  on  grounds  of 
**  fufpicion.  His  own  plan  was  morejimpky  and  without  any  inconvi'* 
'*  nience  :  it  did  not  require  that  fo  large  a  portion  of  the  Convention 
"  fimuJd  be  exclufively  occupied  by  the  complaints  of  pr if  oners  ;  two  mem^ 
'•  bersj  in  their  leifure  momentSy  whenever  circumflarues  might  happen  ta 
**  permit,  without  expofing  thmf elves  to  importunity ^  might  have  difco^ 
**  vered  the  fmall  number  of  Patriots  who  perhaps  might  be  found  in 
confinement  with  the  Ariflocrats.  By  thefe  means  the  Committee  of  Ge^ 
neral  Safety  would  not  hope  wajtedy  in  liflening  to  the  folicitations  of  bad 
citiiens,  that  time  fo  precious  to  the  caufe  of  liberty.'*  He  adds, 
that  the  new  decree  is  dangerous,  becaufe  under  favour  of  it,  liberty 
"  might  poflibly  be  granted  to  fome  ariftocrats."  What  then  was  to 
be  done  between  thefe  contending  motions  r"  The  Convention  is 
embarraffed  ;  they  perceive  at  laft  that  their  embarraflment  arifes 
from  an  excefs  of  miftaken  clemency  in  their  fird  prcx:eeding. 
They  immediately  refume  the  feverity  of  free  republicans.  They  re- 
peal the  decree  of  Roberfpierre,  reject  the  motion  of  Barrere,  and  refer 
the  imfortunate  petitioners  to  thofq  very  Committees  of  whofe  tyranny 
they  complained. 

Since  this  proceeding,  it  appears  that  the  Convention  has  endea-^ 
voured  to  draw  a  revenue  from  the  viftims  of  its  tyranny  who  arc 
called  fufpedcd  perfons. 

A  propoiition  has  been  referred  to  the  Committee  of  Public  Safety, 
on  the  motion  of  Danton,  for  the  confifcation  of  the  property  of  all 
fufpeded  perfons ;  and  the  property  of  all  the  parents  of  emigrants 
under  detention  has  bpfxy  confifcatj^  provifionally,  until  they  can  givo 
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proof  that  they  have  done  their  utitioft  to  prevent  the  emi^tiori  of 
their  children. 

If  the  people  of  France  arc  animated  trith  an  enthufiaftic  -zeal  for 
iibcrtr,  what  muft  be  their  temper  of  mind,  when  diejr  conftantlj 
behold  the  miferable  fpcC^acle  of  200,000  petfons  arrefted  upon  rK> 
(pccific  charge,  condemned  without  trial,  and   deprived  of   the  'in- 
dlimable  bleflings  of  perfonal  freedom  upon  the  vague  and  equivocal 
fuggeflions    of  indefinite    fufpicioVi  ?     The  fpccious  title  of  'a  free, 
'United,  and  indivifible  Repubfic,  cannot  deceive  a  great  nation  fuller- 
ing under  the  weight  of  pradlical  opprefllon,  and  diflradied  by  th« 
jealous  and  inhuman  policy  of  a  defperate  fiKftion.     Unlcfs  w/j  can 
agree  with   Earrerc,  that  juftice  executed  in  hiercy  is  incompatible, 
with  the  vigour  of  a  well-ordered  ftate  ;   that  the  fttcngth  of  a  free 
government  is  in  proportion  to  the  numter  of  ftate   prifoncrs ;  and 
that  to  people  the  prifons,  is  to  give  the  beft  pledge  of  popular  liberty, 
we  muft  conclude  that  a  large  proportion  of  flic  people  of  France  at 
this  moment  anxioufly  defires  the  dcftru(ftion  of  the  piefent  fyftem  of 
government,  as  the  only  means  of  refcuing  their  relations  and  friends 
frbm  the  miferies  of  imprifonmcnt,  as  well  as  of  fecuHng  themfelves 
igainft  fimiiar  oppreflion. 

But  thefe  violations  of  the  liberty  of  the  fubjeft  wiH  appear  as  a(3« 
of  clemency,  when  compared  with  the  daily  murders  arid  maflaeres 
which  compofe  that  fanguinary  and  mercilefs  fyftem  entitled  by 
the  Revolutionary  Government  the  Adminiftration  of  Criminal  Juf- 
tice. 

When  Roberfpierre  and  his  fafliori  began  to  gain  an  afccndancy  in 
the  Convention,  one  of  their  firft  meafures  was,  to  ered^  an  extraordi- 
nary tribunal  for  the  trial  of  ftate  ciimes :  a  tribunal  which  might  fervt 
them  ip  the  firft  inftancc  to  acquire  power  by  the  murder  of  their  ad- 
verfaries,  and  eventually  might  enable  them  to  maintain  it  by  fimiiar 
outrages.     The  firft  mention  of  this  dreadful  inftitution  ftruck  the 
Convention  itfelf  with  conftemation  and  horror.     Prophecies  were  ut- 
tered, which  have  fince  been  fulfilled,  that  diis  inftrum^nt  of  deftruc- 
tion  would  foon  be  turned  againft  the  reprefentatives  of  the  people ;  and 
Vcrgniaux,   who  has  fince  fallen  a  vidlim  to  that  relentlcfs  tribunal, 
declared  that  he  and  his  whole  party  would  prefer  death  upon  the  fpot, 
to  ahy  fti2<re  in  the  formation  of  fo  formidable  an  engine  of  tyranny  ; 
but  Danton  decided  the  Convention  ;  he  contended,  *'  that  a  Revolu- 
^*  tionary  Government  could  not  fubfift  without  fome  reprefcntative  of 
**  the  Supreme  Tribunal  of  the  vengeance  of  the  people  ;  that  the  in- 
"**  ftilution  propofed  would  be  a  proper  fubftitute  for  thofc  tribunah 
^'  which  the  people  had  formed  in  the  ttiom'ent  of  their  unjgovettiablo 
fury  ;  that  the  people  would  not  have  committed  the  maflacre  of  the 


ti 


A.  i294»  D  £  B  A  T  E.S.  95 

"  2d  of  Sepcember,  if  v^n  extraordinary  tribunal  had  Aci)  cxlftcd." 
He  concluded  whh  thcfe  remarkable  words :  "  We  muft  employ  great 
**  means  to  accomplini  dreadful  ends  ;  we  muft  eftablifli  an  extraor- 
"  dinaiy  criminal  code,  and  we  muft  fcek  for  its  principles  beyond 
"  the  pale  of  civil  fociety.  Let  us  be  terrible  ourfelves,  in  order  to 
"  £ive  the  people  the  neceffity  of  being  fo."  Thus'  was  the  cxtraor- 
ifiiniy  tribunal  created  exprefsly  to  favc  the  people  the  labout 
of  maflacre,  and  to,  perpetuate  by  a  legal  inftitution  and  with  the 
authority  of  the  ftatc  thofe  fccnes  of  blood,  of  which,  even  tho 
principal  a£lors  in  them  have  never  yet  ventured  torfpeak  openly  witli- 
out  the  al^6lation  of  regret.  The  favorite  principle  of  the  fovereignty  of 
the  people  (the  fourceof  every  calamity  which  they  arcdoomed.to  fufler,) 
aifordsan  equal  facility  for  the  violation  of  liberty,  and  for  the  dcftruc- 
tionof  life.  In  conformity  to  that  pernicious  doftrine  criminal  juf- 
ticc  in  France  now  prefents  the  image  of  the  fovereign  people  employed 
in  die  cxeicife  of  the  combined  prerogatives  of  infurreftion  and  maf- 
facit,  and  is  aflimilated  both  in  form  and  fpirit  to  thofe  tribunals  of 
murder,  which  held  their  feflion  in  the  piifon  of  the  abbey  on  the  me- 
morable night  of  the  2d  of  September.  Under  the  decree  conftituting 
the  Extraordinary  Tribunal  the  Judges  are  named  by  the  authority  of 
the  Convention,  and  are  removeable  at  pleaf  ure,  A  permanent  Jury 
is  named  by  the  Convention  for  each  divifion  of  the  Tribunal,  and 
the  conuniifion  of  the  jury  is  nearly  of  the  fame  nature  with  that  of  the 
Jutigp.  The  crimen  of  which  this  Court  is  to  take  cognifance,  are 
<icfcribed  by  the  original  decree,  in  thcfe  general  terms. 

"  Evciy  Couptpr-Revolutionary  enterprife,  every  attempt  againft 
"  Liberty,  ElquaJity,  the  unity  and  indivifibility  of  the  Republic, 
•^  and  the  iptems^  or  external  fafcty  of  the  State ;  every  confpiracy 
"  tending  to  reftore  mpnarchy,  or  to  eftablifli  any  other  authority  dan- 
•*  gerou^  to  Liberty,  Equality,  and  the  Sovereignty  of  the  people.!* 
All  the(e  indefinite  crimes  are  puniihable  with  death,  and  forfeiture  of 
properly. 

Th<(  forms  of  proceeding  are  fubje<fted  to  no  reftraint  or  rule.  The 
Court  is  enyx>wered  to  found  its  judgements  upon  any  evidence  how- 
tver' vague,  fufpicious,  or  even  from  its  nature  incompetent ;  or  to 
ufc  the  words  of  Lindet,  (the  perfon  who  propofed  the  original  mo^ 
tion)  «  The  Judges  may  fatisfy  themfelves  of  the  guilt  of  the  crimi- 
**  nal  by  every  poflible  means.*'  The  eftabliflied  praftice  is  to  in- 
tenopte  the  prifqner  both  fecretly  and  publicly,  and  to  make  ufe 
rf  his  own  teftimony  againft  himfelf.  From  this  Court  there  i% 
no  appeal,  excepting  the  Convention  ihould  think  fit  by  an  arbi-. 
tniy  inteiferenca  toover^rule  its  proceedings. 
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The  fountlcrs  of  tliis  tribunal  have  employed  it  for  the  aocom- 
plifhmcnt  of  two  obje<S^s  ;  firft,  as  a  party  engine,  to  extingiiifh  by 
violence,  the  fpirit  of  in<iignation  and  abhorrence  which  was  rific^  in 
every  part  of  the  Republic  againft  their  crimes  ;  and  fecondly,  as  a 
fource  of  revenue  to  procure  money  and  goods  bv  the  murder  of 
opulent  bankers  and.  merchants,  and  by  the  confifcation  of  their 
property. 

With  the  firft  view,  numberlefs  perforis  have  been  executed  for  in- 
civic  or  countcr-Revolutionnn'  words,  and  for  difcourfcs",    or  writings 
tending  to  provoke  the  rcftoration  either  of  Monarchy,  or  of  any  iKher 
authorit)'^  in  any  degree  dangerous  to  the  foverei^ntv  of  the  pople,   or 
in  other  words,  to  the  fovereignty  of  the  Jacobin  faftion  :  thcfe  exe- 
cutions have  not  been  confined  to  the  gentlemen,  clergy,  or  pcrfons  of 
property  ;  numbers  in  tlic  inferior  clalTes  of  the  jxx)ple  have  fuflfercd 
dca.h  for  rrere  loofe  converfation  :  not  only  emigrants,  hut  even  the 
family  or  friends  of  an  emigrant  who  may  have  aided  and  afliftcd  him 
in  efcaping  from  a  countr)^,  in  which  he  could  no  longer  remain  with 
(afety,  are  punilhed  with  death.      Many  parents,  wives  and  children 
of  emigrants  have  been  executed,  for  having  obeyed  the  common  dic- 
tates of  nature  by  relieving  d^e  urgent  diftreffes  of  their  banifhed  re- 
lations ;  and  bankers  have  fuflx^red  the  fame  punirhmefit  for  having 
in  the  ordinary  courfe  of  their  bufinefs  pcfmitted  the  money  of  emi- 
grants to  pafs  through  their  hands.  To  circulate  falfc  news,  or  to  give 
any  impediment  by  words,  or  othen^ife  to  the  recruiting  of  the  armr 
have  been  made  capital  crimes.     Under  various  pretences  of  plots 
againft  the  Unity  and  Indivifibillty  of  the  Republic,  or  of  confpincies 
for  the  eftabliflimcnt  of  fome  counter-Revolutionary  authority,  all  thofe 
t^ho  had  borne  any  diftinguiftied  part  in  the  earlier  periods  of  the  Re- 
volution together  with  the  whole  party  of  Briffot  and  moft  of  tlic 
Executive  Council   appointed  on  the   loth  of  Auguft  1793  have 
been  publicly  executed.     In  many  cafes,  the  Convention  has  paflfed 
againft   pcrfons  of  this  defcription  afts  of  outlawry,   under  which, 
whenever  they  fall  into  the  hands  of  any  criminal  tribunal,  they  are 
executed  without  even  the  form  of  a  trial.     Within  the  courfe  of  fix 
or  fcven  months,  from  fifty  to  fixty  general  officers  have  been  executed 
upon  various  loofe  and  indefinite  charges.     Briffot  fays,  that  if  Tu- 
renne  had  commanded  the  armies  of  the  Republic,  he  would  certainlf 
have  been  condemned  by  the  extraordinary  tribunal,  for  he  was  not 
|ilways  fuccefsful ;  every  defeat  would  have  expofed  him  to  the  fufpi- 
cion  of  treachery,  and  every  vidory  to  the  imputation  of  dangerous  am* 
biiion. 
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The  purpoTe  of  obtaining  revenue  is  fcarcely  attempted  to  be  dif- 
^itcd  in  many  of  the  fcnlcnccs  paffed  by  thefe  tribunals.  By  the 
original  decree  a  power  was  given  of  condemning  to  the  puni(hment  of 
tranfpoitation  any  perfons  who  (hould  be  con^iAed  of  crimes  not  pre- 
\ioufly  defined  by  law,  or  to  which  no  fpecific  puni(hment  had  already 
been  annexed  ;  and  (ince  that  time  a  law  has  paflTed  for  the  conAfca- 
6iyn  of  the  property  of  all  perfons  under  fentence  of  tranfportation.  The 
tribunals  alfo  cxercife  a  power  of  arbitrary  fine  and  impiifonment. 

In  a  letter  from  the  Commiffioners  of  the  Convention  at  Stra(bourg 
ate  thcfc  words  :  "  The  Revoludonary  Tribunal  which  we  have  efta- 
"  blifhed  for  the  judgment  of  monopolifts,  ftock-jobbers,  and  mer- 
"  chants,  who  will  not  fubmit  themfelvcs  to  the  price  fixed  on  the 
"  neceilaries  of  life,  has  already  made  feveral  ufcful  examples  5  many 
*^  perfons  have  been  condemned  to  pay  fines  of  fifty  and  an  hundred 
**  thoufaiul  lives  (of  two  or  four  thoufand  pounds)  and  to  fufFer  fomc 
**  years  of  imprifonment.  A  few  more  fentcnces  of  this  kind  are  want- 
**  ii^  to  de(hoy  the  defire  of  gain,  which  is  cirried  to  a  fcanddous 
"  exrefs  in  this  commercial  town  ;  but  the  Tribunal  fpares  nobody, 
"  and  tlic  caufe  of  liberty  will  profper." 

From  Bordeaux  a  regular  account  was  tranfmitted  to  the  Jacobin 
Club  of  the  fams  received  for  the  State  on  account  of  perfons  exe- 
cuted, amounting  to  feveral  millions  of  livres.  The  mayor  of  Bor- 
deaux was  beheaded  becaufe  his  brilliant  fortune  enabled  him  to  at- 
tempt to  hold  an  even  hand  between  the  two  contending  fadlions  in 
dut  city,  and  becaufe  he  had  feconded  fome  refolutions  of  the  popular 
fuciety  cftablifhed  there :  his  brilliant  fortune^  which  was  the  eficncc 
of  his  crime,  was  feized  for  the  ufe  of  the  Government  at  Paris. 

An  account  was  given  to  the  Jacobins  that  the  execution  of  tv^o 
Jews  of  the  name  of  Rabas  at  Libourne,  had  produced  twenty-three 
millions  of  livres,  (about  a  million  fierlirig)  to  the  Republic ;  the 
diargie  againft  them  Mras,  that  they  had  lent  money  which  was  to  be 
empkyying  in  raifing  a  force  in  the  departments  at  the  time  when  the 
lives  of  the  majority  of  the  Convention  were  threatened  at  Paris  by 
Marat,  Robefjjerre  and  the  Fa^on  now  exerciiing  the  powers  of 
Government.  Innumerable  inftances  of  the  fame  kind  might  be 
cited,  in  which  perfons  have  been  condemned  to  death  under  various 
fiiwdous  pretences,  obvioufly  for  the  purpofe  of  feizing  their  pro-^ 
petty.  The  mere  pofiefiion  of  a  large  property  is  confidered  as  a 
crime,  and  is  diftindly  fiated  to  be  fo  by  Robefpierre  himfelf  on  a  re- 
markable occafion  ;  I  mean  wh^n  he  prefers  an  impeachment  in  the 
Jacobin  Club  againft  Anarchafis  Clootz,  the  orator  of  the  human  race. 
He  charges  Monfieur  Clootz  (as  he  ftiles  him  by  way.  of  difgrace  on 
tfaat  occafion)  with  the  atrocious  crime  of  poiTefling  five  tluiftfand  a 
Vni .  YVV VII.  N 
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Year.  Upnn  this  Monficur  Clootz  is  expelled  from  the  Club,  hat 
fincc  been  expelled  from  the  Affembly,  and  will  probably  expiate  the 
fin  of  bcirga  man  of  property  by  the  forfeiture  bodi  of  his  life  and  of 
his  eft^tc. 

The  ftock  in  tnide  of  merchants,  as  I  have  already 'e)bfervcd  in  de- 
fining the  crime  of  monopoly,. is  appropriated  to  the  ufe  of  the  Conn- 
mittee  of  Pablic  Welfare,  or  in  their  own  phrafe,  put  into  circulation 
by  the  fame  fummary  proccfs.  With  what  fevcfity  this  law  is 
executed  ,we  may  judge  by  a  remarkable  inftance  in  which  the 
Convention  grticioufly  extended  its  mercy  to  a  criminal  convicted  of 
monopoly,  and  was  fo  elated  with  tliis  didinguiihed  act  of  clemency, 
as  to  cxprefs  a  delire  that  it  might  be  publifhcd  throughout  all  Europe, 
in  order  to  confound  the  cnen/ies  of  France,  and  to  refute  the  calu- 
mnious charges  which  had  been  circulated  againft  the  juftice,  hu- 
manity, and  mildnefs  of  t'lc  crimiail  courts  inftituted  by  the  Revolu- 
tionary Government.  Gaudon,  a  wine  merchant,  was  accufed  of  not 
having  >vrittcn  over  his  door,  according  to  the  directions  of  the  \zw^ 
the  quantity  and  quality  of  the  wines  contained  in  his  cellars  ;  ho 
was  condemned  to  death  ;  but  it  appeared  afterwards,  that  during 
his  abfence  from  his  houfe,  his  fon  had  by  millake  omitted  to  place 
over  his  father's  door  the  regular  declaration  of  his  (lock  in  trade ; 
and  upon^  riiis  the  Convention  pardoned  the  convid.  By  the  very 
ferms  of  the  pardon  it  is  evident,  that  every  man  who  wilfully 
omits  to  write  over  his  door  the  exa£t  amount  of  his  ftock  in  trade 
is  bv  law  to  fuffer  death. 

I  cannot  attribute  to  the  Revolutionary  Government,  the  merit  of 
invci\tion  in  this  particular  branch  of  their  fyftem.  The  idea  of 
drawing  revenue  fiom  fiditious  crimes  is  taken  from  governments 
which  do  not  feem  to  tumifti  the  bed  nKxlds  of.  imitation  fi>r  a  Re- 
public founded  on  the  natural  rights  of  man ;  I  mean  the  barbarous 
tyrannies  on  the  coaft  of  Africa,  whofe  revenue  is  chiefly  drawn  from 
the  facrificeof  tlie  liberties  and  lives  of  their  fubjedks  under  the 
pretence  of  alledged  crimes,  imagined  merely  to  ferve  the  purpofc 
of  financial  refourccs ;  here,  again,  we  may  trace  the  near  oonncc- 
tioa  between  defjpotifm«nd  the  fovercdgnty  of  the  people.  The  fove- 
reign  people  of  France,  in  their  mad  career,  of  poiidf^  liberty,  fuffer 
their  principles  of  revenue  to  be  derived  from  the  very  ipring  and 
origin  of  the  moft  odious  civil  flavery;  aad  die  national  treafury, 
under  a  republican  and  revolutionary  adnainiftration,  exhibits  a  faidiful 
copy  of  the  flave  markets  of  Dahomey  and  Whydah. 

By  adverting  more  particularly  to  the  condud  of  feme  itxnarkmbU 
trials,  and  to  other  ciicumftances,  I  will  endeavour  to  bring-hefore 
you  the  true  dbarafier  of  tbefe  tribanalsi  the  iingtnnary  fpirit  of  Ibbo 
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jodgics,  and   tfaeir  open  violation  of  all  the  rules  and  princtplea  of 
evidence  which  have  been  devifcd  for  the  protcdian  of  innocence  by 
the  wifiiom,  jiifticey  and  humanity  of  free   and  civilized   nations. 
Previous  to  the  trial  of  Briifot  and  the  impeached  Deputies  of  tlic 
C<mvent]ony  Roufiillon,  one  of  the  permanent  Juiy  of  the  Revolu- 
tionaiy  Tribunal,  goes  to  the  Jacobin  Club,  and  having  complained 
Aat  he  had  not  yet  enjoyed  the  fatisf  i6li(m  of  beholding  thofe  traitors 
a:  chc  feet  of  the  Tribunal,  affurcs  thic  Club,  tliat  whenever  they  (hall 
be  brought  to  their  trial,  he  will  take  care  that-  they  ihall  not  efcape  ^ 
he  is  much  applauded  for  the  patriotic  energy  of  this   declaration. 
During  the  trial  of  the  deputies  a  letter  is  received  by  the  Convention 
from  the  judges  of  the  extraordinary  Tribunal  to  the  following  effcA : 
"  The  deputies  whom  you   have  accufed  have  now  been  five  day* 
"  upon  their  trial  ;  and  only  nine  witneiTes  have  been  examined  ; 
"  every    witneis  delivers  a  long  and  circumftantial  evidence ;  tho 
**  prifoners  crofs  examine  each  witnefs,  and  afterwards  make  their  ob- 
'*  Cervatioiis  upon  the  evidence ;  this  produces  a  difciiflion,  which  it. 
much  protradted  by  the  loquacity  of  the  prifoners  ;  this  trial  will  be 
cndlefs  \  we  have  already  given  you  fufficient  proofs  of  our  activity 
"  and  xcal  to  exempt  us  from  any  fufpicion  of  negligence  or  delay  ; 
''  hvt  our  prqgrefs  is  obfhrucled  by  certain  formalities,  which  will  at 
"  once  vanifh  before  the  authority  of  the  Legidatute  ;  we  all  afk 
"  otfffelves  wherefore  any  witneffcs  r  The  Convention  and  the  whole 
**  people  of  France  accufe  the  prifoners.      The  proofs  of  their  crimes 
*'  arc  evident ;  every  man  has  in  his  heart  the  cpnviftion  of  thtar 
"  guilt." 

The  embanrafiincnt  of  the  fupreme  and  extraordinary  criminal 
court  will  no  doubt  appear  to  a  Britifh  Houfe  of  Commons  to  be 
fuch  as  would  require  the  immediate  interference  of  the  LegiQature. 
One  and  twenty  men  on  trial  for  their  lives,  and  not  a  man  but  dc- 
fires  to  be  heard  !  Juftice  delayed,  and  in  danger  of  being  difap- 
pnnted  by  her  own  vain  and  idle  forms !  But  the  \4  ifdom  of  the  re- 
preientatives  of  a  free  people  came  to  the  relief  of  thefe  venerable 
judges  ;  the  Convention  having  oonfulted  tlie  Jacobin  Club,  its  approv- 
ed couniellor  in  all  difficulties  and  dangers  decreexj,  that  "  whenever 
'*  any  trial  (hould  have  laftcd  three  days,  the  judges  ihould  call 
"  on  the  jury  to  declare  whether  their  confciences  were  fufficicntly 
*^  enli^tened  to  enable  them  to  give  a  verdidl ;  if  the  jury  (bould  an- 
**  fwcr  in  the  affirmative,  whatever  might  be  the  ftage  of  the  proceed- 
"  ing,  no  farther  tcftimony  or  argument  fhould  be  admitted,  and  the 
''  Court  (hould  immediately  give  judgment,  as  if  the  prifoner  had 
"  regularly  dofed  his  cafe.  To  this  decree  was  added  another,  de- 
'*  darif^  dat  the  extraordinary  criminal  ifibuval  fbovid  from  that 
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"  moment  change  its  name,  and  bear  the  honourable  dtlc  of  the 
**  volutionary  Tribunal,  and  that  in  conformifv  to  its  new  tide  it 
"  (hould  judge  all  crimes  of  State  by  a  revolutionary  proccfs,*'  or 
in  other  words,  without  [formality  and  without  evidence,] 

Thefe  laws  ware  fmmediately  difpatched  to  the  Court  then  fitting 
in  judgment  on  the  deputies.  The  new  regulations  were  inftanrly 
applied  to  the  depenvling  trial ;  the  evidence  was  fuddenly  inter- 
rupted ;  the  prifoncrs  were  filenced ;  fentence  of  death  Was  paflcd 
upon  them  ;  and  they  were  hurried,  unheard  and  undefended,  to  the 
public  fcafFold.  The  moft  juft  objc<fls  of  the  feverity  of  the  lavK, 
when  dented  the  common  pri.ilege  of  a  fair  trial  and  of  a  free  de- 
fence, will  move  the  compaflion  of  mankind,  and  will,  even  in  fome 
degree,  excite  the  fantc  fcntiments  which  nitur^^lly  attend  opprcned 
inn<jcencc.  Guilty  as  moft  of  thefe  men  were  of  the  murder  of  their 
fovcreign,  guilty  as  they  all  were  of  that  m  icked  confpiracy  which  con- 
trived the  maffacre  of  the  i  oth  of  Auguft,  and  which  produced  the 
maifacre  of  the  2d  of  September,  we  yet  forget  the  enormity  of  their 
crimes  in  the  undifguifed  violence  of  their  condemnation,  and  our 
indignation  ^,  for  a  time  at  Icaft,  transferred  from  the  fuffering 
criminal,  to  the  murderous  Judge, 

What  then  ihall  wc  fay  of  the  pretended  trial  of  the  Queen,  where 
our  attention  is  withdrawn  from  all  the  affe<5ting  circumftances  of 
her  unexampled  Situation  by  the  flagrant  iniquity  of  that  unmanly 
cxercife  of  lawlcfs  power  ?  Her  fex,  her  exalted  dignity,  her  pro^ 
traftcd  and  unequalled  misfortunes  arc  all  forgotten  in  the  outrageous 
pcrverfion  of  the  facred  forms  and  maxims  of  criminal  jurifpru- 
dcnce.  Throughout  all  that  difguAing  fccne,  from  her  firft  impri- 
fonment,  to  the  hour  of  her  murder,  while  we  trace  her  various  fuf- 
feiings,  wc  feel  for  thecaufe  of  juftice  itfelf  ^  a  caufe  infeparably  uni- 
ted with  the  fccurity  and  happinefs  of  the  lowed  as  well  as  of  the 
highcft  ranks  of  civil  focicty. 

TiiC  Convention,  the  Jaiobin  Club,  and  all  the  agents  of  the  Go- 
vernmcat,  employ  every  means  both  of  encouragement  and  of  terror 
to  cxafperate  the  ferocity  of  the  judges  and  juries  in  the  difcharge  of 
tlicir  dreadful  funLSticns.  The  Icaft  delay  of  judgment  againft  a  rich 
or  unpopular  aimiml  produces  a  ferment  in  the  regenerated  popular 
focieties,  and  among  all  the  inftrumtnts  of  the  prevailing  fadion ; 
while,  on  the  other  hand,  every  precipitate,  corrupt,  and  fanguinary 
condemnation  is  extolled  as  the  perf^dion  of  patriotic  2cal,  and  the 
model  of  republican  virtue.  The  defire  of  (bedding  human  blood  is 
carried  to  fuch  a  paflionate  exccfs,  tlat  in  the  letters  of  fome  of  the 
Commiflioners  of  the  Convention,  the  office  of  common  executioner 
U  reprefeitfoi  as  aq  eminent  diftin£Uon|  and  a  primary  objefl  of  hq-. 
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nourablc  ambition.  From  Rochcfort,  Lequinio  and  Laignelot  write 
a  letter  to  the  Convention  in  thefc  words :  "  Behold  another  triumph 
**  of  morality  ;  not  over  Prelbyterian  mummery,  for  that  exifts  no 
'•  longer  in  this  country,  but  over  a  prejudice  as  abfurd  and  as  deeply 
**  rooted  in  the  minds  of  men !  We  have  formed  here  a  Revolution- 
ary Tribunal  upon  the  model  of  that  at  Paris  ;  we  named,  of  our 
own  aathority,  all  the  memberyof  the  Court,  excepting  that  mem« 
bcr  whofe  duty  it  is  to  clcjfe  the  proceedings,  we  mean  the  execu- 
tioner ;  we  wWhcd  to  leave  to  the  patriots  of  Rochefort  the  glory  of 
*♦  ftiewii^  themfelves  the  voluntary  avengers  of  the  Republic ;  \i^c 
♦*  tignified  the  vacancy  in  the  Tribunal  at  a  full  meeting  of  the  popular 
••  ibcicty  ;  the  cirizen  Ance  cried  out  vAih  a  noble  enthuliafm,  I  am 
*'  the  man  who  afpires  to  the  honour  of  beheadihg  the  aiTaffins  of 
"  thecountiy.  «He  had  fcarccly  time  to  utter  thefe  words,  when  a 
"  crowd  of  other  patriots  prcfled  forward  to  offer  themfelves  for  the 
*^  fame  office,  and  tliey  all  anxioufly  folicited  to  be  at  lead  indulged 
**  with  the  favour  of  being  perifiitted  to  aid  the  fortunate  candi- 
"  date  in  the  difcharge  of  his  duty.  We  made  proclamation  that  the 
•*  patriot  Ance  had  been  invefted  with  the  honourable  ofEce  of  Com- 
♦*  mem  Executioner,  and  we  invited  him  to  dinner,  where  we  deli-' 
vcred  into  his  banc's  his  warrant  of  office,  and  poured  a  libation 
over  it  in  honour  of  the  Republic  ;  we  diink  that  in  a  few  days  the 
judges  will  put  him  in  the  way  of  giving  a  practical  proof  of  his  pa- 
*'  triodfm  To  this  patriot,  who  has  taken  upon  hlmfelf,  with  fo  much 
**  gcnerofity,  the  trouble  of  executing  the  fcntences  of  the  Revolutionary 
"  Tribunal,  we  have  given  the  title  of  Avenger  of  the  People;  and 
*•  to  the  inih-ument  which  delivers  us  from  traitors,  that  of  the  Juftice 
'*  of  the  People  :  this  title  is  inibribed  upon  the  Guillotine  in  large 
"  charafters." 

The  zeal  of  fome  of  thefe  Commiffioners  has  carried  them  even  be- 
yond the  extravagance  of  this  letter.  With  a  ftrange  mixture  of  ridi-* 
culous  phrenzy,  of  wanton  impiety,  and  of  favage  cruelty,  after  hav- 
ing profaned  the  edabliihed  fymbols  of  every  religion,  they  have  con- 
fccrated  the  inftrument  of  ignominious  death,  and  (lyling  it  in  thdr 
public  difpatches,  "  Our  Holy  Mother,  the  Guillotine,"  have  thus 
anributcd  to  it  the  combined  character  of  parent  and  tutelary  Deity  of 
the  Republic. 

The  Houfe  will  judge  what  muft  be  the  Adminiftradon  of  Crimi-* 
nal  Juftice  in  France,  when  the  Commiffioners  of  the  Legiflature  en- 
cooragie  contefts,  and  hold  public  eledlions  for  the  office  of  common 
executioner,  admit  the  fuccefsful  caiididate  to  their  table,  jdn  with 
him  in  toaf^ng  feverity  to  the  judges,  and  fan<S^i(y  the  axe  itfelf  as  an 
objed  ^  filial  aflediony  smd  <^  religious  veneratioo*     The  fplrit  an4 
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prsnS&e  of  the  Rcvolutionaiy  Tribunal  cannot^  be  better  Aimmed  up 
ttan  in  the  words  of  BriiTot,  uttered  a  few  days  before  his  imprifoiv- 
ment.  He  fays^  **  It  is  a  tribunal  arbitrary  in  its  forms,  abfurd  and 
**  partial  in  its  proofs,  iniquitous  in  its  judgements,  and  fit  to  make  orie 
"  regret  the  baftiles  of  dcfpotifm." 

The  efTuiiofi  of  blood  at  Paris  has  been  fuch,  chat  not  lefs  than  a  thau- 
£2nd  executions  have  taken  place  there  witliin  the  courfe  of  fix  month*;. 
Yet  the  vengeance  and  avarice  of  the  Government  is  fo  for  from  being 
fcttiatedy  that  the  Commidioners  of  Police  have  huely  acquainted  the 
Municipality  of  Paris,  that  the  pit  which  had  been  appropriated  for 
the  burial  of  the  unfortunate  vi6iims  of  the  Revolutionary  Tribunal 
was  nearly  fiiU,  and  could  not  hold  above  f<>inc  fixty  more,  they  therc- 
fcre  dcHrc  immediate  authotit}*  to  dig  another,  to  jrevtnt  any  delay  of 
juHkci  I  catuiot  forbear  to  remark  in  this  place,  that  during  the  whole 
period  when  all  the  power  and  authority  of  Government  in  France  were 
eocercifed  by  diat  humane  and  benevolent  Prince,  wh'ofe  innocent  l^od 
was  ihed  on  the  fcaiFold,  iM,  one  inftance  is  to  be  found  of  an  exuxu- 
tioa  for  a  (bte  crime  ! 

But  the  tribunal  at  Paris,  although  fubdivided  into  four  JeAtons^ 
could  not  circulate  the  falutary  movement  of  terror  v  ith  fufficitne 
piofnptttudc  and  efFe<St  to  the  extremities  of  the  Republic.  The  guil* 
lotine  had  long  been  in  a  (late  of  pcrmarKnt  a«^ivity  at  Paris  \  the  trh- 
gnnuity  of  zealous  patriots  was  now  exerclfed  in  deviiing  means  for 
propagating  the  ufe  of  this  favourite  engine  of  liberty,  and  various 
mechanical  inventions  were  propofed  with  a  view  u>  provide  portable 
axes,  and  ambulator}'  fcafiblds. 

A  new  military  force  was  raifed  at  the  experure  of  perfons  of  pro- 
perty, under  the  title  of  a  Revolutionary  army,  for  the  exprefs  purpofc 
of  travcrfing  every  department  of  the  Republic,  and  of  fupprcfllng 
every  fymptora  of  a  Counter-revo}ution;)ry  fpirit.  To  each  rcgimtnt 
of  this  army  is  attached,  a  i«rps  of  light  armed  Juilgcs,  and  a  flying 
guUlotine.  I  copy  their  own  expreflions  ;  ai^  it*  I  appear  to  treat  tco 
lightly  proceedings  calculated  to  infpire  indignation  and  horror,  you 
muft  impute  it  to  the  peculiar  genius  and  charackr  of  the  men  of  whom 
I  fpeak,  to  the  wild  extravagance  of  their  wickcdncfs,  and  to  the  le«- 
f  ity  which  is  always  mingled  with  their  moft  atrocious  crimes.  But 
the  Commiifioners  of  the  Convention  in  the  Weflern  Departments 
have  found  that  even  the  Revdutionary  laws  were  too  nuld  in  their 
nature,  and  too  flow  in  their  execution,  to  accompiilh  the  great  objeds 
which  were  propofed  by  the  inAitution  of  the  Revolutionary  army. 
Accordingly  they  decreed,  that  the  Tribunal  attached  to  their  regi- 
ment^ (hould  be  both  Military  and  Revolutionar)',  and  that  its  fen* 
lencea  fliould  be  of  a  nuxed  quality,  partaking  of  the  principles  of 
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mutial  law,  tempered  br  the  m3d  fpirit  of  that  humane  code  which 

ira&  fubltituted  by  Danton  in  place  of  the  fury  of  the  mob.   To  fecurc 

the  unitbrm  acTivity  of  this  amphibious  Court,  it  was^iven  out  in 

general  orders,  that    the  judges,  the  public  accufer,  the  clerk,  and 

other  officers  of  the  Court,  (huuld  be  mounted  upon  the  fleeted  horfes 

in  the  fervicc,  and  (hould  form  a  troop  of  Chaffeurs,  to  be  united  to 

the  efUbliflimcnt  of  the  Aaff,  and  to  take  poll  near  head-quaiters 

wherever  the  army  might  halt.     Thus  equipped,   Laplaache,  one  of 

the  comTniiTioners,  iniorms  the  Convention,  that  he  has  named  his 

dtps  **    The  Infernal  Regiment,"  and  that  he  parades  the  country 

with  jutlicc  and  clemency  at  his  left  hand,  and  the  guillotine  at  his 

right ;  an  order  of  precedency  perfedlly  confiftent  with  the  etiquette 

of  a  Rcvoluti.inroT  Government. 

It  cannot  be  dcnie.d  that  this  army,  with  its  attendant  tribunal,  unit- 
ing all  t]ie  feveriiv  md  vigour  of  civil  and  military  defpotifm,  is  one  of 
iho  moTt  ei{e<^ual  expedients  ever  yet  invented  for  extending  the  in- 
fluericc  of  tyranny  to  the  remote  parts  of  a  great  empire,  and  toe  very  ela£i 
ar^  ddcripdon  of  a  numerous. people.   It  is  applicable  to  every  purpofe 
of  tenor,  of  plunder,  and  of  revenge;  it  has  in  fadl  been  applied  to 
all  of  them  in  th^ir  turn,  and  hns  been  the  main  engine  of  Govern- 
ment for  fomc  time  pa!t.   Its  principal  duties  in  the  courfe  of  its  march 
have  been,   as  you  may  collect  from  the  different  reports  made  to  the 
Convention,  to  regenerate  the  municipalities  and  to  execute  the  for- 
mer municipal   otiiccrs  ;  to  coUcft  the  revenue,  and  to  fuperintend 
the  ruin    of  agriculture  and  the  abolition  of  commerce  ;  to  compel 
the  rich  to  '*  difgorge  "  their  wealth ;  to  compel  the   farmers  and 
trzde&ncn  to  fell  their  ftock  for  one  third  of  its  real  value,,  and  oeca- 
(ionally  to  feize  the  ftock  itfelf,  and  to  murder  the   proprietor ;  to 
kiwor  the  price  of  day  labour,   and  to  force   the  labourer  to  work  at 
the  reduced  price;   tobrejkopen  every  private  houfe  under  pretence 
of  fearehing  for  concealed  treafure^  and  by  the  apidication  of  torture 
and  the  terror. of  death,  lo  extort  d^  whole  (bbftance  of  every  opulent 
fumer,  and  of  every   induRrious  tradefman ;  to  drag  all  fufpe<^ed 
ptrfons  to  prifon,  and  all  declared  adverfaries  of  Government  to  the 
icaffold  ;  to  plunder  churches  of  every  emblem  of  Chriftianity,  and 
ta  fupprefs  the  worlhip  of  every  form    and  feft   of  religion.     But 
among!l  all   the  ufes  to  which  the   Revolutionary  Army  is  applied, 
none  is  more  important  to  the  Government,  none  more  vexatious  add 
oppreffivc  iri  its  efiefts  on  the  happinefs  and  welfare  of  the  people,  and 
none  nwrc  ruinous  to  the  internal  profperity  of  theeountry,  tiian  the 
duy  of  enforcing  the  levies  for -die  army  tm -the*  frontier.      I  haTC 
already   endeavoured  to   explain  tlie  fyftem    of  exaction  atid  extor- 
tion ^OiSaSsA.  for  the   purpofe    of  procuring  tha  means  of  paying 
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the  armies  upon  the  frontier ;  I  have  defcribed  its  deftni6Kve 
cfFeft  upon  every  fpecies  of  property,  and  upon  every  pcnna- 
ncnt  refourcc  of  revenue ;  I  have  alfo  ftatcd  to  you,  the  violence 
and  rapine  employed  in  order  to  fupply  thofe  armies  with  provifion*^, 

ivith  cloathing,  and  with  every  neceflary  (lore  \  and  I  have,  traced  the 
operation  of  thofe  mcafures  upon  the  internal  trade  and  cultivation  of 
the  country.  I  ftiall  now  (hew  that  the  evils  which  attend  the  raiGng 
of  this  immenfe  military  force  highly  aggravate  thofe  by  which  it  is 
maintained ;  and  that  the  mere  levy  of  thefe  armies  is  in  itfelf  an 
oppreffion  of  the  mod  grievous  nature,  and  produ£live  of  the  moti 
pernicious  confequences  to  ihc  interells  both  of  agriculture  and  of 
commerce. 

The  law  for  the  requifition  of  the  whole  mafsof  the  people,  paiTed 
at  the  latter  end  of  Augud.  By  this  law  every  man  in  France  from 
the  age  of  eighteen  to  fifty  is  compelled  to  give  his  pcrfonal  fervice 
in  the  army  at  the  requifuion  of  the  National  Commifltoners*  The 
rigour  with  which  this  law  was  executed,  will  appear  from  a  refolu- 
tion  of  the  department  of  Herault  fan£lioned  by  the  Convention,  and 
fmce  converted  into  a  general  law.  "  Every  father  and  mother  (hall 
*^  be  bound  to  declare  the  place  of  abode  of  their  children  fummoncd 
by  requifition  for  the  fervice  of  the  army  ;  every  Citizen  is  forbid- 
den to  harbour  or  conceal  any  perfons  under  requifition*  The 
^'  foldiers  of  the  Revolutionary  armies  are  authorifed  to  arred  all  per- 
'^  fons  who  (hall  appear  to  them  to  have  been  put  into  requi(ition,  and 
•*  to  lodge  them  in  jail  if  they  endeavcnir  to  efcape.  The  proper 
**  officers  arc  to  fearch  every  houfe  twice  a  week  in  order  to  difcover 
**  any  perfon  who  may  attempt  to  elude  the  requifition."  To  enforce 
this  fevere  military  confcriptton,  a  law  was  pafTed  (to  which  I  have 
already  alluded)  fubje£ling  any  perfon  who  (hould  impede  the  levy  of 
the  army,  by  words  or  otherwife,  to  the  puni(hment  of  death — Not 
only  no  parent  can  venture  even  to  advife  his  children  to  remain  at 
home,  but  in  moft  parts  of  the  Republic  the  Executioner  has  been 
the  recruiting  ferjeant,  and  the  unfortunate  peafants  and  labourers  in 
the  provinces  have  been  compelled  to  make  their  option  between  the 
perils  of  battle,  and  the  unerring  ftroke  of  the  guillotine.  Many  In- 
furreAions  have  happened  in  the  feveral  departments  in  confequcnce 
of  this  violence,  and  have  been  fupprefled  by  the  Revoiutionaiy 
armies  and  their  attendant  tribunals. 
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The  ifTimediate  efFeft  of  fuch  a  fyftem,  muft  be  to  difturb  the  hap- 
\it'Mzh  of  every  private  family,  toinvolve  ^11  the  inferior  clalTes  of  the 
people  in  mifery  arid  ruin,  to  fufpend  every  aft  of  honed  induftry, 
a.id  of  ofefiil  labour,  and  toexpofe  all  whu  remain  in  the  country,  to 
!>,c  complicated  calamities  of  indigence  and  famine.     To  what  degree 
th^-r*:  evils  were  eXp?fted  to  operate  by  the  Convcrttiod  itfelf,  We  may 
jrjdg-  fnwri  the  mcaOires  which  have  been  taken  to  avert  them.     To- 
\\-ards  the  latter  end  of  S?ptember,  a  law  pa.T^d,  to  compel  all  far- 
mers, manufsl6^iirv'r$,   dr  labourers  remaining  in    France  to  culti- 
>ite  the  land^  of  thofe  who  were  abfcnt  on  the  fcrvice  of  the  army. 
1  nis  is  the   regular  C'nirfe  of  the  Revolutionary  Syftem,  to  ,endea- 
1  )ur  to  remedy  the  mifchievdus  confequcrtces  of  one  adl  of  opprcf* 
\»mf  by  Commlitldg  another.     Having  torn  fii^e  hundred  thoufand 
!Mfn  from  the  bof.jm  of  their  families,  and  from  the  cultivation  of 
t^K  canh;  they  attempt  to  fupply  that  Idfs,  by  the  compulfory  labour 
n\  thofc  who  had  been  rejefted  from  the  fervice  of  the  army  ;  they 
have  recourfc  to  the  refufc  of  their  own  tyranny  ;  and  they  rely  for  the 
fobfiftanceof  France  on  the  mlferable  remnant  of  adeprelTedj  impo- 
tcriflicd,  and  dejcftcd  people.   That  an  army,  raifed  by  fuch  means, 
should  be  aniinated  by  the  enthuflafm  of  liberty  I  cannot  believe^ 
*jntil  I  can  forget  all  the  circuitidances  which  I  have  ju(l  now  de-* 
fcribed,  as  well  as  all  the  events  which  have  happened  in  France  finco 
the  acccffiort  of  the  Revolutionary  Government;    That  fo  large  a  body 
of  men  collefted  together  xlndet  military  difcipline^  and  oppofed..to  an 
tnemy^  may  feel  a  gfeat  degree  of  military  enthuflafm,  is  a  propofition 
uhich  I  do  not  mean  to  contetl ;  but  my  objeft  has  been,  in  whatever 
Ditfcrvations  I  have  made  on  this  part  of  the  fubjeft,  to  dired  your 
a'tcntlon  to  the  iiitefnal  ftate  of  France  as  refuhing  immediately  from 
the  operation  of  thefe  military  levies.     It  is  for  the  wifdom  of  the 
Uouk  to  determine^  what  muft  be  the  condition  of  that  (late,  whofo 
army  is  raifed  by  the  fufpenfion  of  agriculttjrc,  under  the  terror  of 
deaths  and  at  the  daily  hazard  of  infuneftion,  paid  by  the  deftruftion 
of  the  rights  of  property^  and  by  the  praftice  of  public  fraud,  and 
ftippliedby  the  anrlihitatiun  of  domeftie  trade^  and  at  the  rifle  of  in- 
ternal famine. 

Yoa  have  now  before  you  the  principal  features  both  of  the  thcorj 
and  praftice  of  the  revolutionary  Government.     Reviewing  this  un- 
txampkd  fyflem  in  all  its  details^  you  v^Ul  find  fpecial  and  eiFe^ual 
Vol.  XXXVII;  O 
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provIHon  eftabliflied  for  the  indifcriminate  mifery  and  ruin  of  every 
rank  and  order  of  fociety.     It  contains  a  principle  of  impartial  perfe- 
cution  equally  applicable  (as  the  occafion  may  require;  to  the  feparate 
iiftereds  of  every  di(lin£t  clafs  and  defcription  of  the  pe^.  pie,  from  the 
gentkmen  of  landed  property,  and  the  opulent  bankers  and  merchants^ 
down  to  the  induflrious  manufadurer  and  the  laborious  peafant.    Arc 
thefe  the  arts  of  Government  ?    Are  thefe  the  means  by  which  the 
difcordant  interefts  and  the  contending  paflions  of    mankind  can 
be  brought  to  atfl  in  concert  and  can  be  direfled  to  the  welfare  of  the 
community,  the  end  of  all  political  fociety,  and  the  only  foiid  foun- 
dation of  puvvcr  ?  I  rpeak  tosm  Aifembly  verfed  in  all  thegreat  maxims  of 
Government,    afFc£lionatcly  attached   to  the  genuine  principles  of 
liberty,  and  accu(tomed  to  deliberate  on  whatever  can  affe^  the  in- 
teredsof  a  powertul  (late,  and  the  happinefs  of  a  numerous  people  : 
in  fuch  an  alfcmbly  I   am  perfuaded  that  I    (hould  not  be  contra- 
diiSted  if  I  were  to  contend  without  any  farther  proof,  that  a  tyranny 
foconftituted  andexercifed,  mud  of  neceflity  be  odious  to  the  people,  and 
confequently  whatever  might  be  its  temporary  efforts,  muft  reft  upon 
an  infecnre  and  uncertain  foundation.     But  I  need  not  rely  on  general 
topics,  however  juftly  drawn  from  the  conditution  of  human  affairs, 
and  from  the  character  of  man  in  all  fituations,  and  in  all  ages.     The 
people  of  France,  (although  hitherto  unfortunate  in  the  attempt}  have 
not  fubmitted  tamely  to  the  oppreffion  of  this  mean  and  humiliating 
ufurpation.  In  no  lefs  than  forty  of  the  departments,  a  fpirit  of  indigna- 
tion has  broken  out  againft  the  Government ;  in  many,  the  people  have 
takep  up  arms,  and  waged  open  war;  in  fome,  they  haveexprefled  their 
difcontent  by  riots  and  infurreiElions,  by  oppofmg  the  levies  for  the  army, 
and  by  refufmg  to  fubmit  to  the  confifcation  of  their  incomes,  and  to 
the  plunder  of  their  goods.  This  fpirit  has  appeared  with  great  ftrength 
in  all  the  mod  opulent  commercial  towns ;  but  it  has  not  been  con- 
fined to  them  ;  it  has  been  diifufed  as  widely  as  the  oppreffion  whrdi 
occafioned  it,  and  its  fymptoms  (varying  with  opportunities,  and  with 
means  of  exertion)  are  to  be  traced  in  almoft  every  town  aiid  village 
of  France.    They  are  to  be  traced  in  all  thofe  ads  of  arbitrary  povrer 
by  which  the  feveral  municipalities  have  been  regenerated,  the  popular 
focieties  purged  and  purified,  and  the  fenfe  of  the  people  violently  fup* 
preiTed :  tl)ty  are  to  be  traced  in  all  the  expeditions  of  tbofe  Revolu* 
tionary  armies  and  itinerant  executioners,  who  have  been,  embodied 
for  the  circulation  of  the  movoment  of  terror,  and  vi^  traverfe  the 
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country  with  cxprefs  orders  to  ftifle  the  riflng  flame*  of   general 
revolt. 

If  we  are  to  believe  the  teftimony  of  the  Conventiony  the  objeA  of 
all  thefe  commotions  is  uniformly  the  reftoration  of  fome  fpecies  of 
Monarchy  ;  the  Convention  inflds  that  the  difconteoted  fpirits  in 
France  untverfally  look  up  to  fome  form  of  Royal  authority,  as  the 
only  fiandard  under  which  all  the  friends  of  order  and  law  can  re-af- 
finnble  with  fafety*  under  which  they  may  all  forget  their  former  ani* 
mofittesy    reconcile  their  difcordant  opinionSt  and  unite  in  a  firm 
Jeague  for  the  deftruAion  of  that  defpotic  anarchy  which  is  their  com- 
mon enemy,  and  which  cannot  fubfiit  without  producing  their  com- 
moo  deftruAion.     This  fpirit  may  have  been  oppreflTed  for  a  moment, 
but  it  is  not  extinfi.     After  all  the  misfortunes  which  have  fallen 
on  thofe  who  had  the  courage  to   ftand  foremoll  in  oppofition  to  th^ 
plttSilerers  of  their  country,  after  all  the  fcenes  of  blood  which  have 
been  aAed  imder  the  authority  of  the  Convention,  the  agents  of  their 
cmehy  have  been  compelled  to  confefs,  that  although  they  have  gra- 
tified their  revenge  in  the  maflacre  of  multitudes  of  their  adverfarics, 
they  have  not  been  able  to  fubdue  the  unconquerable  ^*  incivifin*'  of 
the  furvivors.    At  Bourdeaux,  when  the  Popular  Society  had  been 
taken  by  ftorm,  when  the  whole  town  had  been  difarmed,  when  three 
handled  rich  merchants  bad  been   imprifoned,  and  when  the  Re* 
votutionary  Tribunal,    Seconded    by    the  patriotifm  of    the  exe- 
cotioner,    had    dcftroyed    evecy   diftinguiftied  enemy   of    anarchy, 
a  letter   is   written  to  the  Municipality  of    Paris    from   one    of 
their  Agents,  lamenting,    **  that  after  having  ftudicd  the  temper 
of  the  public  mind  at  Bourdeaux,  he  mu't  declare,  that  not  one  man 
in  that  city  had  yet  reached  the  exalted  level  of  the  Revolution.  The 
*'  ConrMBiflioners  of  the  Convention  met  regularly  in  the  Temple  of 
Reafon  on  the  lad  day  of  each  decade^  chaunted  hymns  in  honour  of 
liberty  and  found  philofophy,  and  preached  fermons  worthy  of  true 
**  Mountaineers  ;  but  they  could  fcarcely  collect  a  congregation/' 

In  other  accounts  from  Bourdeaux  it  appears,  that  it  had  be^n 
foaod  qeceilary  to  regenerate  the  whole  company  of  zStots  at  the 
Theatre  to  fecure  the  perfomunce  of  Revolutionary  plays ;  but  even 
this  mea&iie  failed  of  its  effeS.  The  a6lors  were  changed,  but  the 
audience  remained  the  faitie ;  the  audience  would  not  endure  to  hear 
a  fin^  Revolutionary  verfe*  To  ufe  the  phrafe  of  the  patriot  who 
rcporu  this  tranfadioui  "  they  hided  all  the  paflages  which  weie  mjoft 
*•  conform;d>k  to  the  order  of  the  day ;"  and  the  new  Mayor  (tiic  fuc- 
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ceflTor  of  him  who  had  been  regenerated  by  the  guillotine)  was  obliged 
to  interpofe,  and  to  compel  by  force  the  free  anc|  fovcreign  people  to 
receive  without  indignation  the  homage  oifcrcd  to  their  foverejgnty, 
and  to  liflen  with  patience  to  the  panegyric  of  their  freedom. 

Although  the  Convention  has  repeatedly  boailed  thit  the  feat  of 
the  war  in  the  north-weftern  departments  prefcnted  nothing  to  the 
view  but  a  heap  of  afhes  bedewed  with  the  blood  of  the  infurgenis  ; 
although  we  have  often  heard  of  the  total  exiirpation  of  the  army  o£ 
the  Royal ifts,  that  army  has  as  often  rlfen  agiin,  ar^d  onpofed  a  vi- 
gorous refiftance  to  every  force  which  has  yci  been  empfovcd  agasnft 
It. 

Even  at  Lyons  notwiihdandlng  all  the  fcafls  and  orgies  of- 
murder  (for  fo  they  were  ityled  by  thofe  who  celebrated  them) 
the  fcntiments  of  the  citizens  remain  unaltered,  and  even  undif-- 
guifed.  After  having  fcqueftrated  the  property  of  all  who  were  en- 
gaged in  the  infurrection,  and  having  levied  a  fiirocd  loan  upon  all 
who  were  not,  for  the  exprefs  purpofe  of  **  ddVayin  g  the  expences 
**  of  the  neccflary  demolitions,'*  after  the  actual  demolition  of  all  the 
mod  beautiful  buildings,  the  execution  of  the  principal  citizens, 
and  (according  to  their  own  words)  "  the  complete  enfranchifemcnt 
•*  of  the  city  ;*'  the  Commiffioners  of  the  Convention  were  \\  alio* 
**  nifliedat  the  infenfibility  of  the  inhabitants.  A  fullcn  filence  accom- 
*'  panied  every  period  of  the  falutary  work  of  regeneration  ;  not  one 
•'  expreffion  of  joy  was  heard  for  the  return  of  liberty  \  not  one 
•*  addrefs  of  thanks  or  congratulation  was  prcfented  on  an  occafion 
**  which  fcemed  naturally  to  call  forth  every  fcniiiuent  of  gratitudei 
*/  and  fatisfaftion." 

The  Commi/Iioners,  however,  were  not  difcoii raged,  they  pro- 
ceedcd  with  increafed  vigour ;  concluding  that  the  effuiion  of  human 
blood  had  not  yet  been  fufficient  to  infpire  the  people  with  the  cnthu- 
fiafm  of  true  liberty,  they  now  rejecled  the  nfe  of  their  favourite 
engine  of  death,  as  being  wholly  inadequate  to  the  prodigious  magni- 
ttide  of  their  extenfive  defigns.  iMixing  the  inllrumentsof  war  with 
•  the  perverted  formsof  criminal  jufticr,  and  blending  the  folemniiy  of 
a  public  execution  with  tlie  tumult  and  ilaiightcr  of  battle,  I  hey  exe- 
cuted a  projeA  of  maflacre,  fuch  as  never  before  had  been  attempted, 
or  even  conceived  by  the  moft  inventive  genius  in  the  arts  of  cruelty. 
This  effort  alfo  difappointcd  their  expeftations,  and  they  cpn^plain, 
thai  '*  the  traitors  whom  they  had  puniflied  perliiled  in  their  trcafoa 
**  even  to  the  hour  of  their  execution/*  ... 
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Death  10  its  moO  formidable  (hape,  attended  with  every  accumu^ 
uted  circum(?ance  of  terror,  cpuld  jiot  ihake  the  conftancy  of  thefe 
braw  men.  In  the  face  of  the  executioner,  in  the  very  mouths  of 
t!*«c  cannon  which  were  pointed  againd  themi  they  xnaintained  their 
j'fincipi^y  they  avowed  their  attachments^  and  in  their  dying  agonies 
mingled  the  cxpreffions  of  veneration  for  the  memory  of  their  mur* 
drrcd  fovereign,  and  of  loyalty  to  his  furyiving  ilFuc,  with  their  lad 
prayers  to  their  infuhed  God. 

The  effeAs  pf  this  unprecedented  barbarity  were  not  more  favour* 
Ahl:  on  the  niind^  of  t\\^  fpedlators.    Some  time  after  the  commence* 
mtrntof  the  new  fyftem  of  execution,  the  General  of  a  divifhin  of  the 
revolutionary  ^rmy  declares,  that  *'  when  he  entered  the  city  of  Lyons, 
"  ^hhough  the  inhabitants  paid  him  the  compliment  of  ihuttiqg  up 
*'  their  houles  and  (hops  as  he  marched  before  their  doors,  they  de* 
**  monniatedi  by  the  moA  unequivocal  geflures,  their  obilinate  adhe- 
**  rencc  to  the  crimes  of  thofe  whofe  puniihment  they  had  beheld/* 
He  fays,  "  he  met  feveral  women  difperfcd  through  the  ftrects,  and 
"  in  every  face  he  perceived  the  expreilions  of  rage  apd  refentmcnt, 
**  rather  than  thofe  of  repentance  or  fear."    The  Commifjioners  of 
the  Convention  appear  at  length  abfolutely  to  defpair  ot  the  complete 
regcp^raticn  of  this  enfranchifed  city ;  in  one  of  their  laft  reports  they 
acknowledge,  '*  that  among  an   hundred  ^nd  forty  thpufand  inha* 
**  bitants,  they  h^ve  j^s  yet  difcovered  not  more  than  fifteen  hundred 
"  exempt  from  the  guilt  of  rebellion  ;  and  they  recommend  as  the 

V  laft  expedient,  that  all  the  inhabitants  fhould  be  banifhed  from 

V  Lyons  in  bodies  of  twenty  or  thirty  thoufand,  and  fettled  in  fomc 
"  remote  part  of  France  ;  they  exprefs  a  hope  that  thefe  colonies, 
•*  when  tranfplanted  into  a  better  foil,  may  bear  the  fruits  of  liberty." 
Put  whcfe  is  that  happy  foil  to  be  found,  in  which  they  (hall  learn  to 
forget  ihe  indignities  which  they  have  fuffered,  and  the  cruelties 
which  they  have  beheld  ? 

It  is  obfervcd  by  a  French  author  t,  that  the  Jacobin  faction  has 
increafed  the  number  of  its  enemies,  by  the  very  means  employed  to 
ejcterminate  them.  Maflfacre  will  not  extinguiih  popular  difcontent. 
Every  vi^in^  of  injqftice  and  cruelty  bequeaths  his  revenge  to  his  coq- 
nedioDS,  to  his  friends,  and  to  his  relations :  or  (if  all  thefe  (hould  b^ 
involved  in  the  fame  common  fate  with  himfclf)  every  fuch  executipx\ 
uifes  deteftation  and  abhorrence,  even  in  the  bread  of  ordinary  fpeC4. 

f  Camir.e  PefcoouUns. 


loi  PARLIAMENTARY  A.  i79 


tators,  and  unites  the  public  opinion  againd  a  Government,  -whic 
exids  only  by  the  daily  pradice  of  robbery  and  murder. 

From  this  difgufting  fcene,  kt  us  turn  our  eyes  to  our  own   Citua 
tion  ;  here  the  contrail  is  ftrtking  in  all  its  parts — **  Here  (Co  ufe  tfi  I 
eloquent  language  of  a  diftinguifhed  Member  •  of  this  Houfe)  *■    W^l 
**  fee  nothing  of  the  charafter  and  genius  of  arbitrary  finance  ; 
'*  of  the  bold  frauds  of  bankrupt  power  ;  none  of  the  wild  (Iruj 
**  and  plunges  of  d.efpotifm  in  diftrefs;  no  lopping  off  from  the  capi^ 
*•  tal  of  debt ;  no  fufpenfion  of  intereft  ;  no  robbery  under  the  na.ms 
<^  of  loan  ;  no  raiPrng  the  value  \  no  debafing  the  fubibnce  of   thic 
"  coin." 

Here  we  behold  public  credit  of  every  defcriptlon  rifing  under     all 
the  difadvantages  of  a  general   war;  an  amplo  revenue,  flowing 
freely  and  copioufly  from  the  opulence  of  a  cont-tnted  peopl^   from 
the  increafmg  fources  of  Agriculture,  not  only  unimpaired,  but  a£l«j- 
ally  improved,  even  in  the  midft  of  hufliliries  ;  from  a  Commerce, 
not  engaged  in  a  hoftile  conteft  with  the  Supreme  Power  of  the  State, 
not   **  enjlaved  and  invefled  m  all  fide s*^   by  arbitrary  reftraints,  not 
reproached,  fufpeded,  and  punifhcd  for  its  accumulating  profits,  but 
proteded  in  its  gains,   unreftrained  in  its  enterprizes,  fupported  in 
difficulty,  and  relieved  from  danger,  by  the  vigilant  care  of  a  wife 
and  provident  Legiflature*    We  behold  armies   not  levied  by  cona- 
pulfory  rcquifitions,  not  torn  from  the  plough  and  the  loom  by  the 
hands  of  the  executioner,  not  paid  and  fiipplicd  by  prehempjions  and 
fcizures  of  private  property,  but  proceeding   from  the  fpontaneous 
effort  of  a  brave  nation,  maintained  without  difficulty  and  without 
opprcffion,  and  aflided  under  all  the  hard  (hips  of  war,  by  the  volun- 
tary generofity  of  their  fellow  fubjefls.     Inliead  of  the  profcription 
ef  honeft  induAry,  and  the  confifcition  of  nil  private  fortunes,  inllcad 
of  peopled  prifons  and  crowded  fcaffolds,  tnftead  of  perfecuted  chrid- 
tianity,  and  eilablifhed  atheifm,  we  fee  property  refpeSed,  juftice 
allied  with  mercy,  and  liberty  with  law,   an  inviolable  regard  for  the 
rights  of  perfonal  freedom,  and  a  facred  reverence  for  the  principles 
of  religion  ;  and  in  the  public  mind,  we  find  adue  fenfe  and  value  of 
all  thefe  blcflings,  a  general  conviSion  that  they  are  all  involved  in 
the  iffuc  of  the  prcfent  conteft,  and  a  firm  determination  to  profccute 
it  with  vigour,  as  the  only  means  of  fecuring  their  continuance. 

*  Vidt  Mr.  Burke's  fpeecb  on  tbe  ecoaomical  reform  of  the  Ring's  Honftbold* 
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The  refult  of  this  view,  both  of  the  condition  of  our  enemy,  and  of 
our  oivn,  kads  to  a  variety  of  dedudions,  all  of  v^bich  are  eiTentially 
coniiecled  wiih  the  fubjed  of  our  prefent  deliberation  :  It  proves  that 
^he  whole  fabric  of  the  Government  now  prevailing  in  France,  is 
unfound  in  every  part ;  that  the  meafures,  by  which  the  efforts  of 
that  Government  have  been  maintained  in  the  lad  campign,  are  at 
this  moment  exhautling  the  refources'of  the  country,  not  flo^^y  and 
gradually,  not  according  to  the  regular  progrefs  of  ordinary  evils  in 
the  ackniuiilratLon  of  States,  but  with  a  rapidity  and  violence  which 
St  once  diflolve  the  very  elements  of  the  fyilem  of  political  ecoriomy, 
axsd  preclude  the  pollibility  of  recurring  even  to  the  fame  deftrudiv# 
projcds  in  the  event  of  any  new  exigency ;  it  proves,  that  thefe  mct- 
lu.-ef  are  no;  only  temporary  and  cccaGonal  in  their  very  nature,  but 
iire  exprefaly  admitted  to  be  fa  by  the  perfons  who  propofed  tl^m  i 
2II  the  mod  important  operations  of  Finance  are  of  this  defcription ; 
^nd  Barrcre  himfelf  felt  the  levy  of  the  mafs  of  the  people  to  be  a 
proi^d  of   fuch  danger,  that  when  he  introduced  it  iptothe  Conven- 
tion, he  jufttficil  it  upon  this  fmgle  argument,  **  that  li  would  bring 
''  the  war  to  a  termination  in  the  courfe  of  the  campaign,"  meaning 
that  which  has  jufl  now  been  clofed.     It  proves,  that  fuch  having  been 
the  true  caufes  of  whatever  ditficulties  we  have  already  experienced, 
we  may  entertain  a  reafonable  expedation,  that  caufes  £0  unnatural^ 
together  with  their  monilrous  efFeds,  mud  ultimately  yield  to  a  fteady 
and  unremitting  exertion  of  .our  natural  and  genuine  ftrength,  con- 
6nscd  by  the  co-operation  of  our  numerous  allies;  it  proves  farther^ 
that  the  fame  meafures  which  have  enabled  the  ruling  fadion  to  re- 
iifi  our  attacks,  have  been  fo  odious  to  the  feelings,  and  fo  ruinous  to 
the  interefts  of  every  clafs  and  delcription  of  perfons  in  France,  as  to 
have  entirely  alienated  a  large  proportion  of  the  people  from  the  Go- 
vernment ;  and  this  circiuhft^nce  becomes  a  ftrong  additional  reafon 
fur  perfeverancc  in  our  efforts,'  as  it  mud  tend  to  facilitate  the  fuccefs 
of  any  impreflipA  which  we  may  hereafter  be  enabled  to  make. 

Such  are  die  reafons  on  which  I  ground  my  hopes  of  our  final  fiie-> 
ceis  in  the  prefent  war.  The  neceffity  of  oiu  perfeverance^  is  to  he  de- 
duced from  the  fame  confiderations.  For  it  appears,  in  the  iird  place:, 
from  the  detail,  which  I  have  laid  before  you,,  that  the  dedrudive  doc- 
trines, and  the  falfe  principles  of  Government,  of  which  you  dreaded 
theextenfion  even  in  their  infancy^  have  now  attained  fidl  maturity  and 
vigour^,  and  have  produced,  enornoities  infinitely  fiirpafling  whatever 
you  bad  appnebeoded.  from  their  progreilive  malignancy^  and  froite 
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their  aftive  powers  of  mifchicf.  It  appears  that  theiTe  enormities 
have  been  formally  digefted  into  a  code,  and  embodied  in  a  rcsgiilar 
fyftent,  from  which  has  fpninga  tyranny  fo  atrocious  in  form,  in  I'ub-I 
fiance,  in  principle,  and  in  pradlice,  that  as  every  man  of  conn  mi)  rt 
humanity  miift  defirc  to  fee  it  deftroyed  in  France,  for  the  falcc  of  tIk- 
people  who  fijffer  tinder  it  ;  fo  every  member  of  civil  frciety  would 
willingly  encounter  the  calamities  of  the  moll  protfa6ted  war,  father! 
than  incur  the  rJfk  df  fiibjccling  his  d^n  country  to  thcp'ernicious  cX- 
fefts  of  Aich  an  evil.  The  quelliim,  therefore,-  which  reTnain"?  to  i>e 
ccnfi'dcrcd  is,-  whether  wc  can  c.Tedaally  fecure  ourfelves  3;;3!nit  the! 
inroad  of  that  ci'ilf  by  any  oilrer  means  than  the  cohtinusncc  of  our 
prcfent  exertioris; 

From  the  faSsv^hich  I  liave  already  enumerated,  h  rs  inconrtcl^iH-; 
that  in  proportion  as  this  tyranny  confumes  the  property  of   FranccJ 
It  muft  entertain  ptojtds  of  ainbiticm  and  aggrandizement ;  u  mui^ 
endeavour  to  repair  its  dlfordered  finances  by  preying  upon  its  neigh- 
bours, and  to  fiipply  the  exhaufted  refource  of  domeftic  confifcation' 
by  foreign   plunder.     It   is  equally  evident^   on  the  fame  general 
grounds,  that  if  mud  be  the  immediate  intercft  of  a  Oovernmem, 
founded  upon  principles  wholly  contradiftory  to  the  received  maximr 
df  all  furrounding  nations,  to  pfopagate  the  dodrincs  abroad  by  which' 
it  fubiifts  at  home,  to  afiimilatc  every  neighbouring  ftate  to^  its  own 
fyftem,  and  to  fubvert  every  conftitution,  which  can  form  a  difadvan- 
tageoos  contraft  with  its  own  abfurdities  ;  fuch  a  Government  niuft 
therefore,  ffom  fts  nature,  be  hoftib  to  all  regular  Qovernments,    of 
whatever  form  ;  but,  abovfc  all/  to  thofc  which  are  mort  ftrongly  on- 
trafied  with    its  own   vicious  ftrudure,-  and   which  afford  to   their 
fubjefls   the  beft  fecurities  for  tlic    maintenance  of  order,  libert)-, 

juftice,  and  religion. 

Engaged  in  a  conteft  with  enemies  of  fuch  a  charafler;  nothing  can 
fecure  us  againft  the  danger  of  their  future  violence  but  an  efFedual 
redudlion  of  their  prefent  power.  A  peace  founded  on^  any  other 
principles  would  not  only  be  illufory,  but  muft  inevitably  produce  the 
moft  fatal  confequences  to  aill  our  moft  valuable  interefts.  But  the 
Government  of  France  neither  can  nof  will  accede  to  terms  of  peace 
in  any  degree  conformable  to  this  principle^  fa  indifpenfaWy  neccf- 
fary  to  our  fccurity. 

By  an  article  of  the  Conftitution  of  the  tofh  of  AngUft  1793,  it  is 
pofitively  declared,  as  a  fundamental  maxim  of  the  foreign  policy  of 
France,  that  (he  will  not  coridude  peace  withaacncmy  who  occupies  aAy 
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my  pnt  of  lier  territory ;  this  artide  was  laot  fufpended  by  the 
ijiffitodan  of  the  Revaiiitioa.Bry  KJryvernmtnt ;  it  was  a<dbcd  upon  by 
the  ageats  of  the  Convention  tti  theifland  of  Codica  daring  the  courit^ 
of  the  laft  campaiga,  and  th^tr  proceedings  have  been  fince  ddibe- 
xatcly  approved  by  the  Convention. 

Under  this  article  it  is  obvious,  that  no  Peace  can  be  concluded 
with  France,  tinlefs  we  previoufly  furrender  into  her  hands  all  the 
acqntCtions  which  we  have  made  from  her  territory  in  the  courfe  of 
the  prefcnt  campaign;  and  here  the  importance  of  thofe  acquifitions 
will  perhaps  be  felt  even  by  thofe  who  have  hitherto  undervalued 
diem.  We  tnuft  furrender  not  only  Valenciennes,  Conde,  and  Quef- 
noy,  but  our  conqueds  at  Newfoundland  and  in  the  Eaft  and  Wed 
Indies^  and  having  thus  abandoned  all  means  of  indemnity,  we  are  to 
rdy  upon-the  good  will  of  the  Convention  for  Aich  fecurity  as  they 
fliay  vouchfalHs  to  grant  us.  But  this  humiliating  and  dangerous  con- 
oeffioa  is  far  fhort  of  the  extent  of  the  indignity  and  hazard  to 
which  we  muft  fubje£l  ourfelvcs  even  in  the  preliminary  fteps  towards 
a  Treaty  of  Peace  in  the  prefent  moment. 

It  has  been  fu|^fed  by  fome  pcrfons,  that  in  the  month  of  April, 
the  obnoxious  decree  of  the  1 9th  of  November  1792  was  rfepcaled, 
and  arguments  have  been  drawn  from  that  circumftance,  to  prove  that 
the  Jacobin  Faftion  have  wholly  abandoned  their  fyftcm  of  ambition 
and  of  interference  in  the  internal  affairs  of  oriier  countries.  But  the 
fact  is,  that  the  decree  of  the  19th  of  November  1792  has  never 
been  formally  repealed.  On  the  13th  of  April  1793  a  period  in 
which  it  may  naturally  be  fuppofod  that  the  failure  of  their  defigns 
agrunft  Holland,  and  the  expulfion  of  their  army  from  the  Nerherlands, 
had  deprelTed  the  fpirits  of  the  Convention,  a  decree  was  propofcd 
an!  paffc'.f,  at  the  fuggoftion  of  Roberfpierre  and  Danton,  for  the  c\- 
prefs  purpofc  of  throwing  difficulties  in  the  way  of  any  ncgociation  with 
tSc  bcjli^jerent  powers.  In  introducing  thjs  decree,  Danton  ufcs  the 
t'j^owi^  expreflions  : 

"  The  principle  of  my  motion  is,  that  the  penalties  of  death  Ihall 
"  be  inflitSted  on  any  man  who  (hall  propofc  to  the  Republic  to  treat 
"  with  any  enemy,  wlio  has  not,  as  a  preliminary,  rccognifed  the  fo- 
"  vereignty  of  the  people  ;  in  a  moment  of  cntliufiafm,  we  made  a 
"  grant  of  univerfal  fraternity,  by  wliich  we  feem  to  be  bound  to 
"  fuccour  any  patriot  who  may  chufe  to  make  a  revolution  in  China  ; 
"  but  our  firft  care  ought  to  be  the  foundation  pf  the  power  of  France  ; 
"  when  the  Republic  (hall  be  fecurcly  eftablilhed,  our  energy  and  our 
"  new  li^ts  will  attradt  every  people  on  earth  ;  let  us  therefore  dc- 
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*^  clarcy  dut  we  will  not  interfere  in  the  affairs  of  other  flates ;  but 
**  let  us  alfo  determine  to  condemn  to  death  any  perfon  who  (hall 
^^  propofe  a  negociadon,  which  has  not  for  its  bails  the  principles  of 
«  our  liberty." 

After  this  fpeech  a  decree  was  paiTed,  in  the  firft  article  of  which 
the  Convention  declares,  "  that  it  will  not  interfere  in  the  internal 
Government  of  other  powers."  The  next  article  enads  the  penalties 
of  death  againd  "  whoever  (hall  propofe  to  negociate  or  treat  with  any 
"  power  at  war  with  the  Republic,  unlcfs  fuch  power  (hall  have 
'*  previoufly  made  a  folemn  recognition  of  the  ihdependance  of  the 
**  French  nation,  and  of  the  fovereignty,  indivifibility,  and  unity  of 
**  the  Republic,  founded  upon  liberty  and  equality.  I  pafs  over  the 
obfervations  whieh  might  be  made  upon  that  part  of  this  decree  which 
requires  the  previous  and  unconditional  acknowledgement  of  a  new 
jrower  in  Europe,  as  the  preliminary  of  a  negociation  for  peace.  But 
it  is  neceiTary  to  underftand  diilindlly  what  is  meant  by  the  acknow- 
ledgement of  the  *'  unity  and  indiviiibilicy  of  the  Republic."  This 
expreffion  is  clearly  explained  by  fubfequent  circumftances« 

On  the  25  th  of  Auguft,  a  report  is  made  by  Herault  Sechelles,  \n 
the  name  of  the  Committee  of  Public  Welfare,  to  the  following  cfFedt : 
**  The  people  of  Savoy  are  apprehenlive  that  France  is  difpofed  to 
**  abandon  that  department  united  to  the  Republic  by  the  tics  of  li- 
'*  berty.  It  is  cffential  to  counteracS  a  rumour  fo  fatal  to  the  imc- 
'*  refts  of  Savoy,  and  fo  injurious  to  the  honour  of  France.  On  the 
"  1 3th  of  April  you  paffed  a  decree,  by  which  you  entered  into  a 
"  formal  engagement  with  the  people  of  the  re-united  countries,  that 
"  you  would  ncycr  confent  to  abandon  them.  You  afc  bound  by  the 
"  laws  of  nature,  which  have  traced  the  limits  of  the  French  Empire 
"  on  the  extreme  verge  of  Savoy,  you  are  bound  by  every  coniidcra- 
**  tion  of  intcre^  and  of  duty  to  remove  the  apprchenfions  of  the 
"  people  of  Savoy,  by  repeating  and  confirming  the  declaration  which 
**  you  mnde  in  the  month  of  April ;  a  declaration  which  placed  un- 
**  dcr  your  guardianfhip  all  the  nations  fituated  between  the  confines 
*'  of  liberty  and  of  flavery." 

In  confequcnce  of  this  report,  a  decree  vr:xs  paffed,  declaring,  "  that 
"  the  Convention  confidcrs  itfclf  bound  to  afford  equal  protedion  to 
*'  all  parts  of  die  Republic,  one  and  indivifible,  againft  all  tyrants 
*'  and  their  flavcs."  And  accordingly  Commiffi oners  were  named 
to  take  proper  meafures  for  delivering  Savoy  from  tlic  incurfion  of  the 
Picdmontefe  troops.  In  the  debate  upon  this  decree,  it  is  maintained, 
"  tiiat  Savoy  is  an  integral  part  of  the  Republic,  and  muft  be  fo 
"  confidcred,  evcn»  if  it  fliould  appear  that  the  Conftitution  had 
"  been   accepted  there  only  by  a  minority  of  the  inhabitants."    Bar- 
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'*  rerc  clofes    the  debate^  jind  fays,  "  England  has   bound   herfclf 
''  bv  a  treaty  with  Ruflia  not  to  conclude  peace  with  France,  until 
'•  France  (hall  have  rcftorcd  her  conquefis  to  their  oripnil  pofieffors  ; 
**  but  Savoy  is  not  a  conqueft  ;  mture  and  the  wi(h  cf  its  inliabitants, 
"  have  urn roti  it  to  France."     The  v.hclc  of  this  debate,  and  the  dc* 
» -cj  bv  which  it  is  terminated,  refer  inimcdiatclv  to  the  dcctxre  of  the 
I  ^th  of  April,  and  furniili  a  clear  expolltioa  of  its  trac  fenfe  i;nd  ef- 
fcrcL    It  is  evident,  that  notwithftanding  the  ofrcntatious  renundation 
cf  the  principle  of  fraterniry,  France  (till  maintains  her  c'aim  to  all  thofe 
tcrrixorics  united  to  her  dominion  by  the  influence  of  corruption  and 
r,t  fear,  fo  forcibly  dcfcribcd  in  the  confcflions  of  Briffotrf     This  de- 
vTce  of  counter -fratcmitv  is  therefore  in  reality  a  ftefh  inftanre   of 
her  looted  principles  of  agjrandi^mcnt  and  ambition  ;  and  it  is  the 
m  jtc  remarkable  as  it  was  palTed  in  the  hour  of  advcrfity,  in  the  pe- 
riod of  domeftic  divifion,  and  of  foreign  misfortune.     If  any  doubt 
c^d  remain  on  this  interpretation  of  the  intention  of  that  decree,  it 
is  entirely  removed  by  the  events  which  happened  d^iring  the  folcmnity 
'jf  the  loth  of  Auguft  1793.     Oa  that  day,  the  reprefcntativcs  of 
"  cigbty-Jix  "   departments  appeared  at  Paris,  for  the  purpofc  of  ac- 
kiunHrledging  tKe  acceptance  of  the  new  Conftitution,  and  the  Prcfident 
tf  die  Convendon,  in  a  magnificent  fpcech  pronounced  at  the  feet  of 
the  altar  of  the  country,  declared,  that  the  Conftitution  had  been  ac- 
cc{tfed  by  the  "  ^^^J-fix  "  departments  of  France,  a  number  which 
includes  all  the  re*unions. 

The  fecond  ftcp,  therefore,  towards  the  negpcbtion  of  peace  muft 
ncceflaiily  be,  to  acknowledge  the  right  of  France  to  the  Dutchy  of 
Sivoy,  and  to  furrcndcr  the  Netherlands  and  the^  principality  of  Liege 
ixo  her  hands.  Who  is  the  Scatefman  that  fhall  advife  us  either  to . 
infult  our  allies,  by  propofing  to  them,  a  conccflion  equally  incom- 
iQjdb]fi  with  their  intereft,  and  degrading  to  their  dignity,  Or  to 
rowuncc  every  obligation  of  public  faidi,  and  evely  fentiment  of 
hunour,  by  commencing  a  fepararc  negociation  for  peace  on  fuch 
terms  without  their  previous  concurrence  r  They  who  have  frequently 
ir^ued  in  this  Houfe,  that  national  honour  is  the  moft  if  n.)t  the  on'ty 
iuftifiable  caufc  of  war,  will  not  (I  prefume)  contend  that  national  dif- 
gracc  can  be  a  folid  foundation  of  peace. 

If  it  were  pofTible  to  imagine  tliat  we  co\ild  be  difpofcd  to  commit 

■ 

an  zA  of  fuch  flagrant  perfidy,  die  fenfe  of  our  own  immediate  inte<* 
Tci  would  be  fufficicntly  ftrong  to  reftrain  us.  We  muft  indeed  have 
forgotten  the  original  eaufe  of  this  war,  the  nature  of  that  neccfTity 
whkh  compelled  us  to  embark  in  it,  togcthei>  with  every  circumftancc 
which  has  attended  its  progrefs,  before  wq  can  cpnfcnt  to  confirm  to 
France  the  coimnand  of  the  frontier  of  Italy,,  to  reinflate  her  armies 
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in  their  former  pofidon  on  the  frontier  of  Holland,  to  ^orifice  evcrjr 
advantage  which  we  have  gained,  to  repair  every  lofs  which  (he  has 
fuiFeved,  to  abandon  all  the  rcfourccs  of  the  Netherlands  to  the  im- 
mediate  ei!e6^s  of  her  rapine,  and  to  leave  the  wealth  and  power  of 
Holland  at  her  difcretion.     After  having  thus  weakened  our   own 
barrier,  and  given  new  ftrcngth   to, the  enemy,  after  having    fub- 
mrtted  to  foch  preliminaries,  what  new  indignity  might  we  not  expe£t 
in  die  definitive  treaty  of  peace  ^  A  farther  preliminary  conceilion  re- 
quired by  this  decree  may  fervc  to  apprize  u&  what  might  hereafter  be 
exacted  from  this  country  as  a  fcparate  article,  whenever   France 
(hould  be  in  a  fituation  to  enforce  fuch  a  demand.     It  is  required 
that  we  (hould  acknowledge  the  fovercignty  of  the  Republic  founded 
upon  liberty  and  equality.    To  repeat  the  words  of  Danton,  the  p^n- 
ciples   of  French  liberty  are   to  form  the  balls  of  the  negoeiaCion. 
We  muft  therefore  fandion  avid  radfy,  by  a  formal  ad  of  recognition , 
all  thofe  pernicious  dodlrines  from  which  the  calamidesof  France 
have  flowed  \  wc  muft  abjure  the  fundamental  maxims  of  our  own 
limited  monarchy  ;   we  muft  renounce  the  elementary  principles    of 
every  branch  of  the  Britilh  Conftituticm  ;  and  all  thi«>  in  order  to  put 
ourfelves  into  a  lituation,   in  which  the  National  Convention   wiU 
,deign  to  admit  us  to  treat  for  peace.    If  it  fhould  be  argued  diat  the 
Conflitutbn  and  the  laws  of  France  do  indeed  prefcnt  all  thefe  obfla- 
cles  to  the  negociation  of  peace,  but  that  the  Conftitution  and   die 
law  may  be  difregarded  in  this.inftance  as  they  have  been  in  odiers  by 
the  ruling  faftion :   I  anfwer,  firft,  that  no  man  in  France  can  even 
propofc  an  infradion  of  this  laM^,   without  immediately  incurring  the 
penalties  of  death.     Secondly,   if  it   were  probable  that  any  exift- 
ing  power  in  France  co-ild  have  the  boldnefs  to  brave  this  danger, 
and  the  ftrcngth  to  obtain  pcrmiflion  for  Great  Britain  to  open  a  nc- 
goci:\tion.  on  lefe  difgraceful  terms,  the  whole  tranfa^on  would,  on 
the  firft  favourable  occafion,  be  imputed  as  a  crime  to  thofe  who  had 
oondu6^ed  it ;  the  ftipulations  of  a  treaty  commenced  in  open  defiance 
of  the  law  would  be  eafily  annulled,  and  we  fhould  difcbver  too  late, 
our  fatal  error  in  having  relaxed  our  efforts  precifely  at  the  moft  critical 
period  of  the  war,  ft>r  the  profpedt  of  negociating  with  a  Government 
utterly  unable  to  fulfill  its  engagements. 

But  after  fomc  attention  to  the  fubjccV,  I  cannot  difcover  any  fymp- 
toms  of  fuch  a  pacific  difppfition  in  the  Jacobin  faction,  as  to  juf- 
tify  a  rational  hopc>  that  they  would  incur  the  flighteft  rifle  for  the 
fake  of  giving  peace  to  Europe,  and  loaft  of  all,  for  the  fake  of  givii^ 
a  feparate  peace  to  England.  I  have  already  had  occafion  to  make 
fomc  ailufion  to  the  general  charader  of  their  fyftem  of  foreign  poli- 
tic5»     They  were  the  moft  xealous  promoters  of  the  bmoiw  decree  of 
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firstcmitf  ;  a  decree  which  was  pafled  by  acdamadon  and  with  an 
ciccfs  of  firandc  enthufiaim  occafioned  in  a  great  mcafure  bf  thnr 
violence,      Dantoa  himfelf  moved  the  re-union  of  the  Netheiiaods^ 
and  upon  that  occafioa  ftrft  broached  the  extravagant  dodnne^  diat 
the  fimits  of  France  were  marked  by  natuoe  in  four  points,  the  ocean» 
the  Rhine,  the  Alpe»  and  the  Pyieoecs,  and  that  peace  muft  never  he 
made  until  the  dominion  of  France  has  reached  thefe  four  natural 
boundaries.   Damon  was  afterwani<i  one  of  the  Commiffioneis  who  (ra- 
tcrahcd  with  the  Fknuflr  peopk  by  feixing  their  wealth,  by  arrefHng 
their  perfens,  by  fubverdng  their  laws,  and  by  profaning  their  religion* 
Cambon  moved  the  te-union  of  Nice,  and  was  the  author  of  the  fam* 
doknt  decree  of  the  1 5th  of  December  1 792:,  by  which  the  property 
of  all  the  re-united  nations  was  placed  under  the  *'  fafc^guard  and 
**^  pootoftion  "  of  the  Fyench  Republic,  and  converted  accordingly  to 
the  life   of  the  French  treafury,   and  by  which  war  was  declared 
agaigft  ereiy  pco[rfe  who  fhould  dare  to  preferve  their  loyaky  to  thdr 
ptince,  or  to  tolerate  any  diiHndion  of  ranks  and  orders  c^  fijciety. 
Roberfpieric  was  loud  in  his  complaints  againil  Dumourier  fop  not 
having  more  rigorooily  exocuted  this  very  decree,  and  for  not  having 
invaded  Holland  inunedbtely  upon  the  firft  conqueft  of  the  Nether- 
laads  in  the  month  of  December  1 792.     Barrere  was  tfxat  prdtdeift 
of  Ac  Convention,  who^  in  the  true  fpirit  of  fraternity,  received  tlic 
ambaflsuiQis  of  (edidon  and  treafon  from  this  country,  and  jcnncd  wkh 
them  in  a  fervent  prayer  for  the  fubverikm  of  die  Britifli  ConlHtutbm^ 
His  principles  were  luiown  to  be  ib  ardent,  that  at  the  moment  of  the 
decfaiatioii  of  wav  he  was  ^pointed,  together  with  Thomas  Painci  U> 
daw  up  an  addreis  to  the  people  of  England  for  die  purpofe  of  alienate* 
ing  their  afFc^ons  from  their  lawful  fovercign,  and  from  the  eilar 
Uiihcd  confhtution.      The  dangerous  ipiric  which  unquelUonably 
pcevaikd  among  the  Jacobin  fadion  at  the  breaking  out  of  the  war, 
has  not  beeo  mitigated  by  the  courfe  of  fubfcqucnt  events.     It  breaks 
forth  in  various  fluapes,  according  to  the  diifcrence  of  occaGons,  tem- 
pers, and  (kuations«     The  Jacobin  focietyy  the  parent  of  the  eKiAing 
Government  in  France,  and  the  fountain  head  of  all  political  dodrinc» 
in  that  country,  fo  lately  as  the  month  of  O^Sbobcr  laft,  printed  anvi 
circulated  through  ail  the  affiliated  focieties  of  anarchy,  and  dxrough 
all  die  rcgnlar  official  channels  provided  for  fuch  purpofes,  a  very  cu- 
rious ttsatiic,  entitled    ^'  Revoludonaty  Diplomatics,  by  Anacharfis* 
"  Ciootz,  Orator  of  the  humaaRace."     In  this  work  the  Orarcr  of 
die  Humaa  Race  addsefles  himfelf  to  the  Sans  Culottes  cf  Holland, 
aad  cihortft  thems  tn»  takecnofolatinn  under  their  prefent  opprcfiions. 
Ht  fajrs,  <<  the  piiaeipal  Members  of  theNadonad  Convention » <a^5^ 
"^tbepopiilac  kcieac%  are  ftiU  convinced  of  the  importancii  of  iir^:']i:^ 
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'•  the  mouths  of  the  Rhine  with  the  mouths  of  the  Rhone,  and   of 
**  reftoring  to  France  the  natural  limits  of  ancient  Gaul.       The  gco- 
'*  graphical  pofition  of  France  is  not  changed  fince  laft  year  ;   France 
**  cannot  be  confined  within  the  fafthious  limits  fixed  by  the  frfly  of 
'*  her  kings ;    public  opinion  has  already  condemned  thofc,  .who 
'*  would  patch  up  a  peace  by  facrificing  to  the  Cabinet  of  St.  James's 
"  the  intcrefts  of  Savoy,  Nice,  Licge,  and  the  Netherlands.     The 
•'  extenfion  of  the  territory  of  France  is  equally  effential  to  her  own 
**  donteftic  happincfs,  and  to  the  cftabliflimcnt  of  the  rights  of  man  in 
•*  every  part  of  thewoild."     Towards  tlie  concluiion  of  this  ncw^ 
eflay  on  the  law  of  nations,  it  is  announced,  *^  that  the  day  is  ap- 
*^  proaching  when  the  people  of  England  (hall  rife  and  demand  the 
•'  convocation  of  an  aflcmbly  where  there  fhall  be  no  queftion  cither 
"  of  My  Lords  or  Gentlemen."     It  is  true  that  Mr.  CloatXy  having 
been  dctcdcd  in  the  crime  of  enjoying  a  confidcrable  propertj-,  has  been 
lately  expelled   from  the  Jacobin  Club  ;  but  it  does  not  appear  that 
thefc  enlarged  doctrines  of  univerfal  fraternity,   inculcated  on  the 
minds  of  the  people  of  France  by  order  of  the  Jacobins,  have  been 
lincc  withdrawn  from  general  circulation  ;  and  we  have  no  nnore 
reafon  to  conclude  from  the  expulfion  of  Mr.  Clootx,  that  his  revolu- 
tionary diplomatics  have  been  involved   in  the  fete  of  their  author, 
than  that  the  Convention  in  expelling  Thomas  Paine  intended  to  re- 
nounce the  rights  of  man.     Robcrfpicrre,  in   terms  fomewhat  more 
meafured,  has  cxprcflcd  fcntimcnrs  of  the  fame  mifchievous  tendency^ 
in  his  report  of  the  i  7th  of  November  1 793»  upon  the  political  (itua- 
tion  of  the  Republic,  a  rci)ort  made  in  the  name  of  the  Committee  of 
Public  Welfare,  which  had  before  that  time  been  invefted  with  the 
whole  powers  of  Government. 

**  The  Briflbtins,  while  tliev  left  our  foldiers  without  arms,  our 
**  fortrefles  without  provifions,  and  bur  armies  in  the  hands  of  trai- 
'^  tors,  urged  us  to  go  and  plant  the  (landard  of  the  Republic  on  the 
"  extremities  of  the  world  ;  with  the  ftroke  of  a  pen  they  overturned 
•'  all  thrones,  and  added  Europe  to  the  French  empire.  The  fincerc 
"  friends  of  the  Republic  had  a  different  plan :  before  they  attempted' 
"  to  break  the  chains  of  the  univerfe,  they  wiftied  to  fecure  the  liberty 
"  of  their  own  country ;  before  they  carried  war  into  the  countries  of 
"  foreign  defpots,  they  wiflicd  to  direft  it  againft  the  tyrant  who  bc- 
''  trayed  them  at  home  ;  convinced  that  a  King  was  but  a  bad  guide 
"  to  condud  a  people  to  the  conqueft  of  univerfal  liberty." 

You  may  underhand  from  this  paiTage,  with  what  viewRobeffpierre 
and  his  party  urged  the  murder  of  their  unfortunate  fovereign  ;  it  .was^ 
(aocoroing  to  tlie  avowal  of  the  Committee  of  Public  Welfare  in  thii^ 
rcpertyfor  the  purpofe  of  eilablilhing  a  Government,  under  whidi  the 
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fcople  of  France  might  be  more  readily  conducted  to  the  conqueft  of 
umverfal  liberty ;  a  phrdfe  i^hich  now  requires  no  comment.  On  the 
5rh  of  DccembeTy  Roberfpierre  reported  Us  f<imous  anfwer  to  tlie 
manifcftoes  of  all  Kings.  In  this  extraordinary  compoiition  is 
contained  a  more  feandaknis  libel  againft  every  Prince  iji  Europe, 
and  a  more  virulent  invective  againft  monarchy  itfelf,  than  any  which 
has  yet  appeared,  even  in  France.  He  calls  all  Kings  "  (laves  in  a 
**  fate  of  infurrcclion  againft  the  fovtrcigntv'  of  the  people."  He 
fi}'s,  "  that  Rojalty  is  the  mafteqicce  of  human  corruption."  He 
maintains  (as  I  have  already  ftated)  "  that  regicide  is  an  act  of  tliC 
'*  pureft  piet}'  ;  but  he  declares,  thit  he  has  no  farther  intention,  than 
*'  to  enlighten  the  minds  of  mankind,  with  regard  to  the  crimes  of 
•*  their  rcfpcctivc  Govemmenrs."  He  concludes  with  an  argument  to 
prove  that  *-*  the  Britifh  Government  muft  be  a  defpotifm,  becaufc 
•'  there  is  an  oppolition  in  Parliament ;  and  he  calls  the  Britifh  people 
"  a  vile  and  infoknt  race,  which  has  the  prefumpticn  to  talk  of  the 
**  rights  of  freedom,  and  of  the  duties  of  morality." 

Thefe  cxprefljons  bring  before  your  view,  not  only  the  general  hof- 
tLity  profcfll'd  by  the  Jacobins  againft  all  regular  Government,  but 
tluir  particular  animofity  againft  the  united  people  of  thefe  happy  king- 
d(jms,  and  as^ainft  the  whole  frame  of  die  Bririfti  ConOitution.  Si- 
mllar  cicprcflions  of  fixed  and  nx^tcd  hatred  "are  to  be  found  in  every 
important  ail  of  the  Government ;  I  w  ill  quote  a  few  inftanccs,  all 
taken  from  tlie  reports  made  by  different  pcrfons  to  the  Convention,  in 
the  name  of  the  Committee  of  Public  Welfare. 

On  the  1 6th  of  Odober,  1793,  Saint  Juft  propofes  a  decree  for 
the  aneft  of  all  Englifhmen  remaining  in  France,  and  for  the  feizure 
of  thctr  property  :  he  concludes  his  report  with  thefe  words  :  "  we  will 
**  give  our  friendly  afliftance  to  the  [jeople  of  Englaml,  in  order  to  en- 
•*  able  them  to  rid  themfelves  of  Kings." 

Upon  the  evacuatit;n  of  Toulon,  Barrcre  fays,  in  a  triumphant  tone, 
**  the  day  is  not  diftAnr,  when  the  people  of  England  fhall  recollect 
"  that  tJ^ey  were  o.ice  Republicans,  and  that  it  was  an  uiurpation 
"  wWch  reduced  them  again  to  the  calamitous  condition  of  fubjccU 
**  living  under  monarchy.' 

The  fame  pcrfoa,  on  the  21ft  of  September,    1793,   pnJpoiing 

an  acl  of  navigation  for  the  cxprefs  purpofc  of  dcftroying  the  commerce 

and  naval  power  of  Great  Britain,  ufes  diefe  words  :   **  Carthage  was 

"  the  torment  of  Italy  ;  Carthage  was  deftroyed  by  Rome  :  London  is 

"  the  torment  of  Europe ;  London  is  an  ulcer  which  waftes  the  ftrcngth 

**  of  the  Continent;  London  is  a  political  excrefccnce  which  liberty 

**  is  bound  to  deftroy  :   may  England  be  ruined  !     may  England  be 

"  annihilated  !     Such*  ought  to  be  die  concluding  article  of  every  Rc- 

**  volutionarv  decree  of  the  National  Convention  of  France!". 
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I  cannot  difpute  the  wifdotn  and  policy  of  this  fentiment ;  I  tnuft 
dgree  with  Barrere,  that  the  ruin  and  annihilation  of  England  would 
be,  in  the  technical  fcnfe  of  the  phrafe,  a  Revolutionary  meafure. — 
Every  motive  of  intercft  or  of  pailion,  which  could  engage  the  Jacobin 
fa3ion  to  difturb  the  peace  of  any  independant  (late,  mud  operate 
with  redoubled  force  againft  Great  Britain  :  enemies  not  to  the  tyranny 
but  to  the  order  of  abfolute  Monarchy,  enemies  to  the  principle    of 
order  itfelf,  their  animofity  mud  be  nooft  peculiarly  exafperated  againft: 
a  frame  of  Government,  in  which  that  principle  appears  in  its  mofi: 
pcrfe6l  and  beautiful  form.    This  is  fo  confident  with  the  genuine 
charaAer  of  anarchy,  that  the  very  fame  fentiment  is  attributed   by 
Milton  to  the  '*  old  anarch  **  Chaos  himfelf.    He  is  introduced  com* 
plaining  to  his  gued  Satan  of  the  various  encroachments  which  have 
been  made  upon  the  ancient  empire  of  confufion  and  difcord  ^  he 
fifd  complains  even  of  the  order  edabliflied  in  the  infernal  regions, 
but  he  is  incenfed  to  the  utmod  height  of  indignation  againd  the  beau- 
tiful order  of  the  creation.     Since  the  completion  of  that  work,   he 
declares,  that  he  is  compelled  to  keep  perpetual  watch  upon  his  fron- 
tier, endeavouring  if  he  can  to  preferve  the  remnants  of  his  anarchy 
from  invafion.     When  he  is  informed  that  Satan  is  upon  his  paflage 
to  Plaradife  in  the  chara&er  of  a  miffionary  from  the  rebellious  f pi- 
nts  for  the  exprefs  purpofe  of  didurbing  the  peace  of  mankind,    he 
icceives  him  with  great  cordiality,  direds  his  courfe,  and  widies  hinx 
a  profperous  voyage.     Satan  repays  this  hofpitality  by  a  promifey  that 
lie  will  ufe  his  utmod  efforts  to  diforganife  the  world :  he  fays, 

"  Direft  my  courfe  ; 
"  Direfted,  no  mean  recompcnfc  it  brings 
"  To  your  behoof,  if  I  thai  region  lod 

(All  ufurpation  thence  expelled)  reduce 

To  her  original  darknefs^  and  your  fway, 
'*  (Which  is  my  prefcnt  journey]  and  once  more 
**  Ereft  the  dandard  there  of  ancient  night, 
**  Yours  be  th'  advantage  all,  mine  the  revenge." 

All  the  fcenes  of  fraternity  which  have  been  a£led  by  the  modern 
Anarchs,  all  their  libellous  fpceches  and  virulent  reports,  feem  to  have 
been  modelled  from  this  precedent.  Their  general  view  has  uniform-. 
ly  been,  and  dill  continues  to  be,  the  fubverfion  of  all  regular  Govern- 
Blent,  of  whatever  defcription  j  but  their  primary  t)bjeft  is,  and  muft 
be,  to  abdifii  every  trace  and  vedi^e  of  a  Government,  which  fur- 
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ciilies  a  pradical  leflbn  to  mankindy  that  a  jiift  gradation  of  ranks 
and  orders  of  fociety  conneded  with  the  principles  pf  a  limited  oio- 
Earchvy  affords  the  beft  protedion  for  the  liberty  and  happinefs  of  in- 
dividuals, as  well  as  the  moR  permanent  bafis  of  national  union,  and 
cf  political  ftrength. 

Sjch  being  the  paflions  and  intcrefts  of  the  Revolutionary  Govern- 
ment, and  fuch  being  the  nature  of  the  fy{l::m  eitablifhed  under  their 
influence,  while  that  fyftem  Iball  exifl  either  under  their  Adminiftra- 
tion,  or  without  changing  its  chara£ler,  (hall  pa fs  into  the  hands  of 
any  new  fa£lion»  we  cannot  attempt  even  the  preliminary  ftcps  to- 
vards  a  negociation  for  peace,  without  relinquiftiing  all  hope  of  in- 
(femnity  for  the  hazard  and  expence  of  the  war,  -and  without  re- 
nouncing all  profpeft  of    fecurity  againft  the  dcfigns  of   France ; 
we  mud  augment  her  refources,  we  mufl  aggrandize  her  dominion, 
Mt  rouft  recognife  and  confirm  her  principles  of  Government,  we 
maft  abandon  our  allies  to  her  mercy,  we  muft  let  her  loofe  to  prey 
at  difcretion  upon  the  whole  continent  of  Europe  ;  and  after  having 
by  this  unconditional  grant,  furniflied  her  with  the  mod  formidable 
means  of  univerfal  aggreflion,  we  are  to  confide  in  the  words  of  a  trea- 
ty for  our  fole  prote£tion  againd  the  common  danger  ;  then  might  be 
applied  to  ouri^eaknefs  and  infatuation,  the  words  of  a  facred  writer, 
cnce  before  applied  to  a  nation  under  the  influence  of  a  (imilar  de- 
luiion : 

"  Ye  have  faid,  we  have  made  a  covenant  with  death,  and  with 
"  the  grave  are  we  at  agreement ;  when  the  overflowing  plague  (hall 
*'  pifs  through,  it  fliall  not  come  unto  us. 

"  But  your  covenant  with  death  (hall  bedifannulled,  and  your  agree- 

**  incnt  with  the  grave  (hall  not  fland,  when  the  overflowing  plague 

"  ihall  pafs  through,  then  ye  (hall  be  trodden  down  by  it.**     And 

trodden  down  we  (hall  be,  if  we  (hrink  from  our  duty  on  this  day. 

For  how  can  we  indulge  the  vifiohary  hope,  that  in  the  general  plun- 

itT  of  property,  in  the  deftruftion  of  order  and  Government,  in  the 

*Tcck  of  civil  fociety,  the  Britifh  Empire  alone  (hall  be  fpared  ? 

How  can  we  delude  ourfelves  with  the  imagination  that  France,  in  the 

plenitude  of  her  power,  and  in  the  full  career  of  her  fuccefs,  will 

refpcd  that  nation  alone,  v^hich  is  the  avowed  and  peculiar  objeft 

of  her  hatred,  which  offers  the  ftrongeft  temptation  to  her  infatiable 

snhce,  and  oppofes  the  modefFedual  obltacle  to  her  licentious  ambi* 
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Thus,  Sir,  I  have  endeavoured  to  prove,  that  the  original  juftice 
and  neceffity  of  t]iis  war  have  been  ftrongly  confirmed  by  fubfequent 
events  ;  that  the  general  refult  Eof  the  laft  campaign,  both  upon  our 
own  fituation  and  upon  that  of  the  enemy,  affords  a  reafonable  ex- 
peSation  of  ultimate  fuccefs  \  and  that  jiot  only  the  characters,  the 
interefts,  and  the  dirpofnions  of  thofe  who  now  exercife  the  powers 
of  Government  in  France,  but  tho  very  nature  of  that  fyftera  which 
they  have  eftabliflicd  render  a  treaty  of  peace  upon  fafe  or  honourable 
terms  impradlicable  in  the  prefcnt  moment,  and  confequently  re- 
quire a  vigorous  and  unrcmitilng  profecution  of  the  war. 

Hitherto,  I  have  addrelTcd  my  arguments  to  the  whole  Houfe  ;  in 
what  I  lliall  now  urge,  I  muft  declare,  that  I  do  not  mean  to  addrefs 
myfelfto  thofe  few  among  us  who  did  not  fliare  the  common  fenti me nt 
of  the  Houfe,  and   of  the  Public  in  that  period  of  general   alann 
which  immediately  preceded  this  war.     But   I  appeal   to  thofe   whcr 
previous  to  the  commencement  of  the  war,  felt  in  common  with  the 
great  body  of  the  people  a  well-grounded  apprehenfion  for  the  fafety 
of  our  happy  Conftitution,  and  of  the  general  interefts  of  civil  fociety; 
Do  they  now  feel  the  fame  degree  of  anxiety  ?     Even  in  the  midfl  of 
hoftilities,  in  the  very  heat  of  the  conteft,  and  after  a  campaign  which^ 
although  greatly  fiiccefsful  in  its  general  refulr,  has  neither  been  ex- 
empt from  drfliculty,  nor  from  the  ordinary  vicilfitudes  of  a  (late  of 
war,  do  they  not  now  feel  in  their  own  breads,  and  perceive  in  the 
public  mind,  fuch  a  degree  of  confidence  in  the  fecurity  of  aH  that  can 
be  dear  and  valuable  to  Britifli  fubje£ls,  as  they  would  have  gladly  pur- 
chafed  before  the  war,  even  by  furrendering  a  part  af  thofe  interefts, 
the  whole  of  which  was  menaced  in  that  gloomy  period  of  general  con- 
ftcrnation?         , 

What  change  of  circumftanccs,  what  happy  combination  of  events 
has  calmed  the  anxiety,  and  revived  the  deprellcd  fpirits  of  the  nation  ? 
Is  it  the  decree  of  counter  fraternity,  declaring  that  France  will  no 
longer  intefere  in  the  internal  affairs  of  independant  ftates,  but  referr- 
ing to  her,  thefovereignty  of  all  thofe  countries  which  were  overrun  by 
her  arms,  in  the  firft  career  of  her  inordinate  ambition  ?  Is  it  the  re- 
ply of  Robcrfpierre  to  the  manifeftoes  of  all  the  Princes  of  Europe, 
in  which  he  pronounces  Kings  to  be  the  maftcrpiece  of  human  corrup* 
tion,  in  which  he  libels  every  monarch  in  Europe,  but  protefts  that 
•  France  has^no  intention  to  diflurb  monarchy,  if  the  fubjedls  of  KingJ 
are  ftill  weak  enough  to  fubmii  to  fuch  an  inllitution  i 
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Is  it  the  murder  of  Briflbt  and   his  aflbclatcs  r     Is  it  the  difgrqcc 
and  imprifonmcnt  of  Anarchafis  Clootz,  tlie  author  of  the  Rcvolu- 
tinniry  Diplomatics  ;  or  of  Thomas  Paine,  the  audior  of  the  Rii^hts  of 
Man  ?    Is  it  any  profcffion,  affumnce,  or  aft  of  the  Revolutionary 
Government  of  France?  You  all  know  it  is  not.     The  confivicnce  of 
a  wife  people  could  never  be  rcftcd  on  fuch  wer.k   and  unkibflaniiul 
feundations.      The  real  c:iufe  of  our  prefent  fenfc  of  fccuiitv  is  to  be 
found  in  our  own  exertions  combined  with  thofc  <  f  our  allies.      By 
thofe  exertions  we  were  enabled  to  widiftand  and  rvyel  the  firft  afTault 
<4  the  arms  and  principles  of  France  ;  and  the  conii nuance  of  the  fame 
effort  now  forms  our  only  barrier  againft  the  return  of  the  fame  dan- 
ger.    Who  then  fhall  venture  to  perfuade  you   to  caft  away  the  de- 
fence which  has   afforded  you   proteflion  againii  all   the  objedls  of 
V'^ur  fbnTicr  apprehenHon,  to  fubvcrt  the  foundations  of  your  prefent 
aniiidcncc,  and  to  rcfort  for  vour  future  fafct^^  to  the  inconfiftcnt  de- 
crccs,    to  the  contradicSory  declarations,  and  to  die  vague  afluranccs 
of  a  guilty,  defpcrate,  and  diftraded  faiflion,  whicli  offers  no  poflTiblc 
ground  of  fecurity  either  in  the  principles  of  its  policy,  or  in  the  ftabi- 
lity  of  its  power  r  All  the  circumftanecs  of  your  fituation   are  now 
before  vou.     "You  arc  now  to  make  vour  option,  vou   are   now  to 
4kcidc  whether  it  beft  becomes  the  dignit)',  the  wifdom,  and  the  fpirit 
of  a  g:reat  nation  to   rely   for  her  exiftcnce  on  the  arbitrary  will   of 
a  reftlcfs    and    implacable  encmv,  or  on  her  own  fword :  you  are 
now  to  decide,  whether  vou  will  entruft  to  the  valour   and   fkill  of 
Britifli  fleets  and  Britifli  armies,  to  the  approved  faith  and  united 
ftrength  of  your  numerous  and  powerful  allies,   the  defiance   of  die 
limited  monarchy  of  thcfe  realms^    of  the  Conftitulion  of  Parliament, 
of  allthc  ertabliihed  ranks  and  orders  of  fociety  among  us,  of  the 
facrcd  rights  of  properly,  and  of  the  whole  frame  of  our  laws,  our 
liberties  and  our  religion  ;  or  whether  you  will  deliver  over  the  guar- 
dian ihip  of  all  thefe  blcnings   to   thejufticeof  Cambon,  the  plun- 
derer of  the  Netherlands,  who  to  fuftain  the  bafelefs  fabric  of  his  de- 
preciated aflignats,  defrauds  whole  nations  of  their  rights  of  property, 
and  mortgages  the  aggre^^ate  wealth  of  Europe  ;  to  the  moderation 
of  Danton,   who  firit  promulgated  that  unknown  law  of  nature, 
which  ordains,  that   the  Alps,  the  Pyrenees,   the  Occqn,  and  the 
Rhine  (hould  be  the  only  boundaries  of  the  French  dominion  ;  to 
the  religion  of  Roberfpierre,  whofe  practice  of  piety  is  the  murder 
of  his  own  fovereign,  who  exhorts  all  mankind  10  embrace  the  fanio 
faith,  and  to  aflaiTinate  their  kings  for   the  honour  of  God  ;  to  the 
fticndOiip  of  Barrere,  who  avows,  in  the  face  of  all  Eurojc,  that  ih« 
fundamental  article  of  the  Revolutionary  Gjvcr;uncn:  of  France  is  the 
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ruin  and  annihilation  of  the  Britifh  empire  ;  or  finally,  to  whatever 
may  be  the  accidental  caprice  of  any  New  Band  of  malefactors, 
who,  in  the  laft  convulfions  of  their  exhaufted  country,  may  be  defin- 
ed to  drag  the  prefent  tyrants  to  their  own  fcafFolds,  to  feize  their 
lawlefs  power,  to  emulate   the  depravity   of  their  example,   and  to 

rival  the  enormity   of  their  crimes. 

Mr.  SHERIDAN  began  with  obfcrving,  that  the  noble  Lord  ^-ho 
had  juft  fat  down  had  divided  a  fpecch,  more  remarkable  for  its  abi- 
lity  than  its  brevity,  into  two  parts  :  the  firft,  a  detail  of  all  the  atrocities 
that  had  been  committed  during  the  whole  courfe  of  the  Revolution 
in  France  ;  the  fecond,  a  kind  of  pofthumous  arraignment  of  the  of- 
fences of  BrifTot  and  his  aflTcciates.  As  he  did  not  perceive  any  noble 
or  learned  Member  inclined  to  rife  on  behalf  of  the  accufed,  as  he 
conceived  the  pleadings  on  the  p^rt  of  the  profecution  to  be  clofed,  and 
as  the  Speaker  was  evidently  not  proceeding  to  fum  up  the  evidence,  he 
hoped  he  might  be  permitted  to  recall  the  attention  of  the  Houfe  to 
the  real  objcft  of  that  day's  confideration.  He  admired  the  emphafis 
of  the  noble  Lord,  in  reading  his  voluminous  extrafts  from  his  va- 
rious French  documents ;  he  admired  too  the  ingenuity  he  liad  dif- 
played,  in  his  obfervations  ujx)n  thofc  extrafls ;  but  he  could  not 
help  farther  expreflTmghis  admiration,  that  the  noble  Lord  ftiould  have 
thought  proper  to  have  taken  up  fo  many  hours  in  quoting  paflages  in 
which  not  one  word  in  ten  was  to  the  purpofc  ;  and  often  where  they 
did  apply  to  die  qucftion,  they  directly  overfet  the  principles  they 
were  brought  forward  to  fiipport. 

The  noble  Lord's  purj.o'c  was  to  prove,  that  France  had  begun  the 
war  with  Great  Britain  ;  this,  he  appeared  to  think  he  had  eftablifhtrd 
the  moment  he  had  (hewn  that  BrilTot  and  others  had  promulgated,  in 
print,  a  great  many  foolifh  and  a  great  many  wicked,  general  prin- 
ciples, mifchicvous  to  all  eftabliflied  Governments  ;  and  tliis  indeed 
had  been  the  only  way  in  which  any  one  had  ever  endeavoured  to  fix 
the  ad  of  hoftilc  aggreflion  upon  France.  No  part  of  the  King's 
fpecch,  it  fecms,  more  fully  met  the  noble  Lord's  approbation,  th^n 
that  in  which  he  had  warned  us  to  keep  in  fight  the  real  grsu/s/Zs 
and  crigin  of  the  prefent  war.  For  his  part,  he  knew  not  h<i\v^ 
to  obey  the  call,  for  he  knew  not  how  to  keep  in  fight  that 
which  had  never  yet  been  in  his  view.  The  real  grounds  of 
the  war,  had  never  yet  been  explained,  either  to  that  Houfe  or 
to  the  Nation :  but  fhifting  clouds  had  veiled  them  from  the  pub- 
li:  eye.  The  noble  Lord,  however,  appears  to  have  underAood  His 
Majefiy's  allufion  ;  he  recol!c6ls  the  re rtl grounds  upon  which  the  war 
wa;s,  in  point  of  fii(^,  undertaken  ;  that  is,  he  knows  the  means  by 
which  we  had  been  brought  iqto  this  war  ;  we  had  been  brought  into 
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ir  by  repeated  declamations  on  all  diat  the  frenzy,  folly,  and  raflmefs, 
of  individuals  in   France,  had  either  faid  or  written,  by  which  the 
paifions  of  this  country  could  be  roufed,  or  their  fears  excited,  in  or- 
der to  fccond  the  views  of  thofe  who  had  determined  to  plunge  us 
into  it  at  all  events  ;  therefore  the  noble  Lord,  confiftendy  enough, 
ims^ned  that  a  repedtion  of  the  fame  means  which  induced  us  to  com- 
mence lioftilitics,   was  die  beft  method  of  perfuading  us  to  continue 
them.     Hence,  all  this  paflionate  declamation,    hence  this  laborious 
hrra^  of  extracts  and  anecdotes — of  extradts  from  a  book,  which 
the  noble  I-<ord  allowed  every  one  to  have  read  ;  and  anecdotes,  of 
which  he  admitted  that  no  man  who  faw  the  newfpapers,    could   be 
ignorant.      But  what  was  the  fum  of  all  that  he  had  told  the  Houfe  ? 
that  great  and  dreadful  enormities  had  been  and  were  dill  committing 
in  France  ;  enormities,  at  which  the  heirt  (huddered,  and  which  not 
merely  wounded  evcr}^  feeling  of  humanit)',   but  difgufted  and  ficken- 
cd  d)e  fouj.      AH  this  was  mod  true  ;  but  what  did  all  diis  prove  ? 
What,  but  that  eternal  and  unalterable  truth  which  had  always  pre- 
fented  itfeif  to  his  mind,  in  whatever  way  he  had  viewed  the  fubjecl, 
namely,  that  a  long-eftabli(hed  defpotifm  fo  for  degraded  and  dcbafed 
human  nature,  as  to  render  its  fubjedts,  on  the  firfl:  recovery  of  dicir 
rights,  unfit  for  the  cxercife  of  them  ;  but  never  had  he,  or  would 
he  meet  but  with  reprobation,  that  mode  of  argument  which  went, 
in  foci,  to  cftablifli  as  an  inference  from  this  truth,  that  thofe  who 
hsd  been  long  flaves,  ought  therefore  to  remain  fo  for  ever  !  No  ;  die 
leiTon  ought  to  be,  he  would  again  repeat,  a  tenfold  horror  of  that 
dcfpotic  form  of  government  which  had  fo  profaned  and  changed  the 
mturc  of  civilised  man,  and  a  ftill  more  jealous  apprehenfion  of  any 
fyftem  tending  to  withhold  the  rights  and  liberties  of  our  fellow  crea- 
tures.     Such   a  form  of  government  might  be  confidered  as  twice 
curfed  ;  while  it  exifted,  it  was  folely  refponfible  for  the  miferies  and 
calamities  of  its  fubjccte ;  and  (hould  a  day  of  retribution  come,  and 
the  tyranny  be  deftroyed,  it  was  equally  to  be  charged  widi  all  the  cnor- 
mides  which  the  folly  or  phrenzy  of  thofe  who  overturned  it,  fhould 
commit. 

But  the  madnefs  of  the  French  people  was  not  confined  to  their 
pioceedii^  within  their  own  country  ;  we,  and  all  the  powers  of  Eu- 
rope, had  to  dread  it.  True  ;  but  was  this  alfo  difficult  to  be  account- 
ed for  ?  Wild  and  unfettled  as  their  ftate  of  mind  was  neceffarily  upon 
the  events  which  had  thrown  fuch  power  fo  fuddenly  into  their  hands, 
the  furrounding  States  had  goaded  them  into  a  Aill  more  favage  flate 
of  madnefs,  fury,  and  defperation.  We  had  unfettled  their  reafon, 
2iyA  then  reviled  their  infanity  j  we  called  them  monfters,  and  hunt- 
ed dicm  like  monfters  ;  we  drove  them  to  the  extremities  that  pro- 


ii8  PARLIAMENTARY  A.  1794^ 

duced  the  evils  we  arraiirned  ;  wc  baired  them  like  wild  bcafts,  until 
at  length  wc  made  tlicm  fo.  The  co:>rjiiracy  of  Pihiitz,  and  the 
brutal  threats  of  the  royal  abettors  of  that  plot  agranft  the  righrs  ofl 
nations  and  of  men,  had,  in  truth,  to  anfwcr  for  all  the  additional 
mifery,  horrors,  and  iniquity,  which  had  fincc  difgraced  and  incenfcl' 
liumanity.  Such  has  been  your  condu<!fl  towards  France,  that  }(  n 
have  created  the  parTons  which  you  pcrfccute  ;  y<}u  m-.irk  a  n  ition  to 
be  cut  off  from  the  world;  you  covenant  for  their  extcnrination  ;  yrm 
f\vear  to  hunt  thcni  in  tlicir  inmofl  rccclfLS  :  vouload  tliem  with  every 
Ipccics  of  execration  \  and  now  you  come  forth  v/irh  whining  dccl.i- 
maiions  on  the  horror  of  ihcir  turning  upon  you  vith  the  fury  which 
you  infpircd. 

Sir,   I  fhould  think  it  fufficient  to  aiTwer  thus  puicrally  to  al!  the 
pathetic  appeals  to  the  jaffions,  fo  amfianllv  reforad  toon  this  fuh- 
jc<S  y  but  the  noble  L;  rJ,   I  am  rendy  to  admit,  has,  on  the  prcfi-it 
occafion,  endeavoured  to  ground  more  of  argum<?nt,   in  one  point  c^f 
\iew,  on  the  inllamnvator}'  pain!^TS  and  anecdotes  lie  has  quoted,  tl..  n 
has  been  uf'ial  with  t^(*^e\\ ho  have  n^oft  practifcd  this  mode  of  treat- 
ing the  fubjecl.      I   crinr^ot,  however,   agree   with   the  noble   Lord, 
ihat  he   lias  omiucd  i-ny  advantage  to  his  cafe,   for  the  fake  of  faving 
our  time.      In  goini^  over  tlic  pamphlet  of  Eiiifot,  he  tells  us,   ra- 
ther whimfically,  th;\t  he  pafics  over  this  paffrgc,  and  runs  over  that, 
when  all  tlic  while  he  f[:ceifically  details  what  he  profcflcs^only   to 
gbTice  at,    and  repeats  twice  over  what  he  declares  he  will  fcarcel/ 
touch   upon.    In  faiA   he  has  palfcd  over  nodiing  but  the  queftion  ; 
and  now  mark  the  purpofe  of  all  this  ;  obfervc  th.c  important  conchi- 
fion  for  which,  he  fr.ys  himfelf,  he  has  dwelt  fo  long  on  thefe  facls, 
and  I  admit  it  to  be  a  great  and  a  ferious  one.      Laying  afide  all 
qucftlon  of  aggrcffion  on    tlie  part  of  France,  or  of  ncceflit}^  on  our 
part,  to  enter   into  the  war — all    this   is  done,  it  feems,  to  (hew 
the  Houfe    tb.at  the  f,  ftem  now  adopted  by  the  Government  of  that 
country  is  fo  abliorrcnt    to  tlic  feelings  of  human   nature;  fo  con- 
trary    to    the    inftinctivc  love  of  harmony  and  of  focial  order  im- 
planted in  die  heart  of  man  ;  fo  ruinous  to  external  force,  as  well  as 
to  internal  peace,  prcfperity  and  liappincfs,  tfjat  it  cannot  Jiand,     This 
is  the  ccncluuon  which  the  n(»ble  Lord  wifhes  to  draw  from  all  the  facls 
and  opinions  that  he  has  detailed.      I  clofe  v^ith  him.      I  will  admit 
his  facf-ls.      I  will  adnsit  tliat  the  fyftem  now  prcvnknt  in  France  is  ail 
that  he  has  called  it :  -^nd  what  ought  to  be  our  conclufion  with  rcfpeo^ 
to  fuch  a  Government  t  What,  but  that  wc  ought  to  leave  to  the  natu- 
ral workings  of  the  difccrds  which  it  is  calculated  to  engender,-  thctafl;^ 
of  its  overthrow :   that  if  it  will  not  ftand  of  itfelf.  It  is  not  necelTary 
for  us  to  attack  it.     Without  ciifputing  any  of  His  premifcs  for  the 
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Her  injuilice  has  been  without  magnanimity.  She  wifhed  to  embark  the 
worid  in  the  confederacy  againft  France,  the  moment  fhe  thought 
proper  to  join  it :  the  neutrality,  of  which  fhe  herfdf  boafted  but  a 
month  before,  became  inftantly  a  heinous  crime  in  any  other  ftatc  of 
Europe  :  and  how  has  (he  proceeded  ?  With  thofe  that  are  powerful^ 
and  whofe  afliibince  would  have  been  important,  fhe  has  only  ex- 
poftulated,  and  prevaricated ;  but  in  how  little,  as  wcU  as  odious 
a  li^t  has  fhe  appeared,  when  threatening  and  infulting  thofe  petty 
Aat»,  whofe  leaft  obedience  to  her  tyrannic  mandates  might  bring 
great  peril  on  themfelves,  and  whofe  utmoft  efforts  could  give  but  lit- 
tle aid  to  the  allies  ?  The  noble  Lord  has,  with  a  juft  indignation^ 
cxcciaced  the  cruel  and  perfidious  conduct  of  the  fraternizing  French 
to  the  Brabanters ;  but  will  he  defend  the  fraternity  of  Acjtijt  atuf 
magnammsus  Englifh  to  the  Genoefe  ?  Have  we  not  adopted  the  verf 
words,  as  well  as  fpirit,  of  democratic  tyranny  ?  We  fay  to  the  timid,, 
faelfdefs  Genoefe,  "  you  have  no  right  to  judge  for  yourfelves  ;  wc 
know  what  is  beft  for  you ;  you  muji  and  fl^ail  make  a  common  caufe 
widi  us ;  you  muft  adopt  our  principles,  our  views,  our  hatreds,  and 
eur  perils  ;  you  muft  tremble  at  dangers  which  do  not  threaten  yo^p 
and  refent  injuries  which  have  never  been  offered  to  you  ;  you  muft 
(hcd  your  republican  blood  in  the  caufe  of  Royalty ;  in  fliort,  you  muft 
fraternize  with  us  ;  you  muft  be  our  friends ^  our  allies  t  If  you  he- 
State,  wc  will  beat  your  walls  about  your  ears ;  flau^ter  your  peo- 
ple, and  leave  your  city  in  fmoking  ruins,  an  example  to  other 
petty  flates  of  the  magnanimity  of  the  Britifti  arms,  and  of  the  juf- 
dec  and  nrKxleratlon  of  Britifh  Counfels."  Oh  fhame.  Sir !  let  us 
never  hear  thcfe  fraternizing  principles,  formerly  profeflfcd  by  France, 
quoted  as  a  juft  provocation  for  attacking  her,  while  we  ourfelves, 
with  the  moft  fhamelefs  inconfiftency,  are  avowing  them  in  every 
part  of  Europe,  and  praftifing  them  where  we  dare. 

The  noble  Lord,  ftill  purfuing  his  anecdotes  and  his  argument, 
that  France  muft  have  been  the  aggreffor,  and  that  the  war  was  a 
war  of  neccflity  on  our  part,  next  retails  to  us  the  conduft  of.  Citi- 
zen Genet,  her  emiffary  to  the  United  States  of  America.  Here 
again  I  give  the  noble  Lord  his  fads,  and  again  I  declare  him  to  be 
equally  unfortunate  in  his  conclufion.  I  admit  every  thing  a;  he 
ftates  it,  with  rcfpcft  to  citizen  Genet :  I  agree  in  condemnii^  the 
impolitic  outrages  he  pradifed  againft  the  Government  of  America ; 
I  reprobate  the  indecent  infults  he  offered  to  General  Wafhir^on  ;  I 
<fiiapprove  of  his  erection  of  Jacobin  clubs  in  that  country,  his  cftab^ 
liihii^  confular  tribunals  for  the  judgement  of  priics,  &c.  &c.  But 
irtiy  has  the  rwble  Lord  overlooked  the  event  of  all  thcfe  heinous  and 
repeated  provokations  ;  America  remains  neutral,  prosperous, 
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AND  AT  PEACE !  Americay  with  a  wifdoin»  prudence,  and  mag- 
nanimityy  which  we  have  difdained,  thrives  at  this  moment  in  a  Aate 
of  envied  tianquiility,  and  is  hourly  clearing  the  paths  to  uidx>unded 
opulence  4  America  has  monopolized  the  commerce>  and  the  advan^ 
tages  which  we  have  abandoned.  Oh  turn  your  eyes  to  her;  view  her 
(ituation,  hex  happinefs^  her  content !  obferve  her  trade,  and  her  manufac- 
tures adding  daily  to  her  general  credit,  to  her  private  enjoyments, 
and  to  her  public  refources  ;  her  name  and  Government  rifing  above 
the  nations  of  Europe  with  a  fimple  but  commanding  dignity,  that 
wins  at  once  the  rcfped,  the  confidence  and  the  affedion  of  the  world. 
And  is  America  degraded  by  this  condud^  and  by  this  condition ! 
Has  Wafhington  dcbafed  lumfeif  by  his  temper  and  moderation  ? 
Has  he  funk  his  chara<fler,  and  made  himfelf  contemptible  in  the  eyes 
of  the  high-fpirited  Aatefmen  of  Europe  ?  WUl  the  noble  Lord  at- 
tempt to  prove  this  ;  or  will  he  abandon  his  inftancc  and  his  aigu^ 
mcnt?  Theconduft  of  the  French,  in  fending  fuch  a  miflionary  as 
Genet  to  America,  is  brought  by  him  as  the  ftrongcft  proof  of  the 
enmity  of  the  French  to  th,e  peace  and  exifting  Governments  of  all 
nations,  and  of  the  necefTity  of  all  nations  uniting  againft  them  ;  and 
the  behaviour  of  Genet  himfelf  is  Aatcd  as  an  outrage  too  gn)fs  for 
human  patience  to  fubmit  to  ;  and  yet  the  /i^lfijh  American  fenate, 
confiding  in  the  good  fcnfc  of  their  fcUow  citizens,  confcious  of  never 
having  betrayed  their  truft,  and  looking  only  to  tlie  intcrefts  of  the 
people  they  reprefcnted,  found  no  caufe  for  war  or  quarrel  in  the  no- 
velty or  madnefs  of  French  principles ;  and  the  jnean  Walhington  felt 
no  pcrfonal  refentment  at  infults  which  did  not  provoke,  becaufe  they 
could  not  degrade  him. 

Such  has  been  the  event  of  two  great  nations,  viewing  the  fame 
circumfbnces  irt  a  different  temper  and  with  different  fenfations. 
Both  had  been  equally  infultcd  by  this  new  prefumptiious  Republic ; 
in  the  bofoms  of  both,  attempts  had  been  equally  made  to  fpread  the  doc- 
trines of  that  Republic  ;  both  were  equally  interefled  in  the  preferva- 
tion  of  the  principles  of  civil  order  and  regular  government ;  yet  owing 
to  the  different  councils  tliat  direfled  thefc  two  nations,  the  Americans 
are,  at  this  niomcnt,  the  undifmayed,  undegraded,  and  unembarraff- 
ed  fpcflators  of  the  favage  broils  of  Europe,  while  we  are  engaged  in  a 
ftruggle,  as  we  have  been  this  day  deftinflly  told  by  our  Miniflers, 
not  for  our  glory  or  profperity,  but  for  our  a<Etual  exiftence  as  a  nation ! 

The  next  point  from  BrifTot's  pamphlet  dwelt  upon  by  the  noble 
Lord,  as  a  farther  proof  tliat  the  French  had  always  intended  to  make 
war  againft  us,  was,  that  the  Minifter  Monge  had  promifed,.  as  early 
as  Odlober,  to  have  thirty  (hips  of  the  line  at  fca  from  Breft  in  April, 
and  fifty  in  July  j  but  this,   it  feems,  was  happily  prevented  by  tne 
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vzTsmis  meafiires  of  the  Britifh  Miniftry  ;  and  if  our  Miniftcrs  had 
not  taken  the  ftcps  they  did,  the  noble  Lord  tells  us,  by  the  bye,  that 
ihcy  would  have  deferved  to  have  been  whipped  as  fchool  boys,  or 
hanged  as  traitors.  And  what  were  thefc  vigorous  exertions  which  diefe 
vigilant  Minifters  took  ?  Forfooth,  they  flopped  two  com  (hips  in  the 
ri^-er  Thames,  deftined  for  France ;  d\is,  it  feems,  totally  defeated 
the  equipment  of  thefe  fifty  (hips  of  the  line!  But  here  let  me  afk  the 
noble  Lord  how  it  came  to  pafs,  if  our  Minifters  had  fuch  intelligence 
as  early  as  Odober,  that  no  naval  preparations  were  commenced  on  our 
part  till  the  month  of  February  ?  For  this  faft  has  been  admitted  by 
him  in  another  part  of  his  fpeech,  and  the  latcnefs  of  our  equipment 
has  been  pleaded  by  him  with  another  view,  forgetting  that  there  can- 
not he  a  ftronger  charge  brought  againft  his  friends,  and  that  they  do 
tiKieed  dcfervc  to  be  whipped  as  fchool  boys,  or  hanged  as  traitors,  if, 
after  receiving  intelligence  of  the  French  preparations  fo  early  as  Oc- 
tober, fhcf  n^leded,  as  in  faft  they  did,  all  precautions  on  the  part 
rf  thb  country,  excepting  the  notable  and  powerfid  expedient  of 
plundering  two  neutral  (loops  of  a  few  facks  of  French  corn ! 

However,  laying  afide  the  merit  or  demerit  of  our  Miniitcr,  no 
proof  to  tlic  noble  Lord's  purpofe  aiifes  out  of  this  threat  of  the  Mi- 
nif^cr  Monge.  The  noble  Lord  confefTes  himfelf,  that  no  part  of  the 
promife  was  kept :  it  was  in  faft  a  natural  gafconade  of  the  French 
Admiralty,  at  a  time  we  were  infulting  them ;  and  that  the  execution 
of  fuch  an  equipment  was  not  attempted,  is  much  ftronger  evidence  of 
their  not  iiaving  intended  to  break  with  us,  than  their  having  made 
the  boait,  is  of  a  contrary  determination.  But  it  is  unfortunately  the 
intereft  of  the  caufe  the  noble  Lord  is  fupporting,  to  refer,  on  all  oc- 
cafions,  to  words  rather  than  to  fads. 

The  noble  Lord,  ftill  purfuing  his  authority,  BriflTot,  quotes  that 
author's  recommendation  to  the  Engli(h  of  a  pamphlet  of  Condorcct's, 
addreflfed  to  our  Parliamentary  Reformers,  who  encourages  us,  it  feems, 
to  proceed,  to  difregard  numbers,  affuring  us,    (being  well  informed 
doubdels  of  our  objeS)  that  "  Revolutions  muft  always  be  the  work 
of  the  minority.     Every  Revolution  is  the  work  of  a  minority.     The 
French   Revolution  was  accomplifhed  by  the  minority !"     Nay,  ac- 
cording to  Briflbt,  it  was  the  work  of  not  more  than  twenty  men !  Such 
b  the  exertion  that  arifes  from  the  confidence  of  thofe  who  look  to  fpi- 
rit  and  eneigy  alone  for  fuccefs,  and  not  to   numbers.      If  this  be 
troc,  it  certainly  is  a  moft  ominous  thing  for  the  enemies  of  Reform  in 
England  ;  (or  if  it  holds  true  of  neceflTity,  that  the  minority  ftill  prevails 
in  national  conte(b,  it  muft  be  a  confequence  that  tlie  fmallcr  the  mi- 
Bority,  the  more   certain  muft  be  the  fuccefs.      In  what  a   dreadful 
fituation  then  muft  the  noble   Lord  be,   and  all  the  alarmifts !  for 
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never,  furcly,  was  the  minority  fo  fmall,  fo  thin  in  number,  as  the 
prefent.  Confcious,  however,  that  M.  Condorcet  was  miftaken  in 
our  obje(Sl,  I  am  glad  to  find,  that  we  are  terrible  in  proportion  as 
we  are  few ;  I  rejoice,  that  the  liberality  of  feceffion,  which  has 
thinned  our  ranks,  ha§  only  ferved  to  make  us  more  formidable.  The 
alarmifts  will  hear  this  with  new  apprchenfions ;  they  will,  no  doubt, 
return  to  us,  with  a  view  to  diminifli  our  force  ; .  and  encumber  us 
with  their  alliance,  in  order  to  reduce  us  to  infignificance.  But 
what  has  the  nonfenfc  any  French  pamphleteer  may  have  written,  or 
the  notions  he  may  have  formed  of  the  views  of  parties  in  this  country, 
to  do  with  the  queftion ;  or  how  can  it  be  gravely  urged,  as  a  proof  of 
the  determination  of  the  French  people  to  attack  us  r 

The  noble  Lord  having  gone  through  this  part  of  his  detail,   tri- 
umphantly a(ks,  whether  he  has  not  eflablifhed  his  point,  and  proved 
the  ho/iile  mind  of  France  ;  and  that  the  objcdl  of  all  her  parties,  was 
war  with  England  ?     To  which  I  anfwer,  that  he  has  proved  nothii^ 
'like  it,  and  that  two-thirds  of  the  inilances  he  has  adduced  have  a  ten- 
dency to  prove  the  contrary.     But  inftead  of  divirg  for  their  purpofes 
in  the  random  words  of  their  orators,  in  tlic  more  flighty  controver- 
iies  of  their  party  writers,  or  even  in  the  hafly  and  incoherent  reports 
of  their  Committees,  let  us  look  to  ads  and  fads  ;  let  us  examine 
fairly  the  conduct  of  Great  Britain  towards  France,  and  of  France  to- 
wards Great  Britain,  from  the  i  oth  of  Auguft   to  the  declaration  of 
war.     Here  Mr.  Sheridan  enumerated  the  various  circumfbmces  which 
Ihewed  the  growing  inveteracy  of  Great  Britain  from  the  firft  of  the 
Revolution  to  the  time  of  the  King's  death  \  the  countenance  given 
to  the  treaty  of  Pilnitz,  the  withdrawing  of  our  Minifter  from  Paris, 
the  fcizure  of  French  property  in   neutral  veflfels,  the   baniftiing  of 
French  fubjeds,  the  violation  of  the  treaty  of  commerce,  and  finally, 
the  difmiflfal  of  their  Ambaflador  ;  all  which,  he  fhewed,   had  been 
home  by  the  French,  witli  a  fubmiflion  which  nothing  but  their  defirc 
of  peace  with  this  country  could  have  produced,  amidft  the  fury  and 
pride  which  aduated  their  condudl  towards  all  the  reft  of  .  Europe. 
They  folicitcd,  they  expoftulated  ;  they  preffed  for  explanation  and  nc- 
gociation  ;   and  even  after  their  Ambaflador  had  been  driven  from  this 
country,  they  fent  a  new  ncgociator ;  nor  did  the  fincerity  of  their 
profeflions  for  peace  with  us  depend  on  words  alone  ;  for  to  prcfcr\'e 
this  objedl,   they  actually  abftained  from  the  invafion  of  Holland, 
when  within  their  grafp,    when  their  arms  appeared  irrefiftible,  and 
fuccefs  inevitable.     Every  fact  fpokc  aloud  that  we  forced   France 
into  the  quarrel.    Whicli  party  firft  faid  the  words  "  We  are  at 
war,"  is  a  matter  of  trivial  and  childifh  diftin<Stion  ;  nor  do  I  in  this 
jilace  mean  tp  argue  tlut  Great  Britain  wa?  wrong  in  fo  preferring  a 
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flate  of  open  war  againft  Fiance^  and  joining  in  the  general  confederacy 
againft  her ;  nxf,  I  will^  for  die  prefent,  grant  that  it  was  a  war 
of  found  fenfe,  policy,  and  juftice  ;  but  ftill  it  was  a  war  of  choice  on 
the  part  of  Great  Britain  ;  and  from  that  refponfibility,  the  Minifler 
never  can,    nor  {hall,  difengage  himfdf. 

Embarked,  however,  as  we  are  in  die  war,*  it  mufti  no  doubt,  be 

a  maiter  of  aftonifhment  to  many  gentlemen,  to  find  the  advocates  of 

Mimfters  fo  eternally  and  earneftly  labouring  the  proof  of  France 

having  been  the  aggreiibr,  and  having  chofen  to  make  war  on  us* 

The  (vominent  point  for  the  prefent  difcuifion  feems  rather,  under  our 

drcumftances,  to  be,  how  we  (hall  end  the  conflid,  whoever  began  it ; 

cr  if  peace  cannot  be  had,  how  we  (hall  profecute  the  war  with  vigour 

and  fuocefs.     But  the  objeA  of  diefe  gendemen,  in  recurring  to  the 

other  ground,  is  obvious.     They  will  not  hear  of  Peace  ;  thsy  do 

not  wifh  for  it ;  and  (finding  themfelves  feeble  in  argument,  to  (hew 

dnt  the  country  ought  to  be  of  their  opinion,  they  endeavour  to  eftabliih 

a  belief,  that  it  is  France  who  does  not  wifh  for  peace  with  us  ;  and  this 

they  think  they  do  effaiblifh,  by  proving,  that  is,  by  afTerting,  that  it 

was  France  who  provoked  the  war.     If  the  war  commenced  in  felf- 

defimce  and  neceflity  on  our  part,  felf-defence  and  necefTity  muft  con- 

dnue  it.     They  would  evade  the  queftion,  whether  it  is  our  intereft 

to  have  peace,  by  arguing,  that  it  is  not  in  our  power ;  from  this  de- 

lufion,    it  is  of  the  utmoft  importance  that  the  public  mind  fhould  be 

rcfcued. 

All  the  profcfTcd  objc^Jts  for  which  we  went  to  war  have 
been  obtained  ;  our  ally,  Holland,  is  fafe ;  Brabant  is  recovered ; 
the  ideas  of  adding  to  die  extent  of  their  own  country,  or  of  interfering 
in  die  Govcmmerits  of  others,  but  as  meafures  of  warfare  and  retalia- 
tion, have  been  diftindUy  and  unequivocally  difavowed  by  the  prefent 
Government  of  France  ;  and  notwithftanding  all  their  lofty  boafts  and 
infuldng  threats,  which  are,  in  truth,  the  mere  retorts  of  pafTion,  to  our 
wild  deciamadons  againft  them,  there  is  no  queftion  but  that  they  would 
be  ready  to  treat  with  us,  or  with  any  of  the  allied  powers,  to-morrow, 
fimply  upon  the  principle  of  iemg  left  to  the  0:erdje  of  their  own  will  with- 
in their  awn  boundaries.  Let  the  cxpeiimcnt  be  made  ;  if  they  prefer  and 
pcrfift  in  war,  then  I  will  grant,  that  the  noble  Lord  will  have  fome 
reafon  to  maintain,  that  their  minds  were  always  difpofed  to  that  mca- 
fure,  and  that  war  could  not  have  been  avoidc:d  on  our  part.  But  dil 
dicn,  I  am  aftonifhed  that  the  Minifter  who  fits  near  the  noble  Lord, 
does  not  feel  it  neceffary  to  his  own  dignity  to  oppofe  himfelf  this 
palfiry  argument  of  the  aft  of  aggreflion  having  come  from  diem,  in- 
ilead  of  leaving  that  tafk  to  us,  to  whom,  comparatively,  die  faft  is  in- 
iiflSOTnt.     When  he  bears  diis  called  a  war  of  necefTity  and  defence. 
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I  wonder  he  does  not  feel  aihamed  of  the  meanefs  which  it  fpreads  over 
the  whole  of  his  caufe,  and  the  contradidtion  which  it  throws  among 
the  greater  part  of  his  aiguments.     Will  he  meet  the  matter    fairly  ? 
Will  he  anfwcr  to  this  one  queftion  diftinftly  ?     If  France  had    ab- 
ftaincd  from  any  aft  of  aggreflion  againft  Great  Britain,  and  her  ally 
Holland,    (hould  wc  have  remained  inadHve  fpedbtors  of  the  lafl 
campaign,  idle,  apart,  and  liftening  to  the  fray,  and  left  the  cantett 
to  Auftriaand  Pruffia,  and  whatever  allies  they  could  thcmfclves  have 
obtained  ?     If  he  fays  this,    mark  the  dilemna  into  which  he  brings 
himfclf,  his  fupporters,  and  the  nation.     This  war  is  called  a  war  un- 
like all  other  wars  that  ever  man  was  engaged  in.     It  is  a  war,   it 
fccms,  commenced  on  a  different  principle,  and  carried  on  for  a  diffe- 
rent purpofe  ftx)m  all  other  wars :    It  is  a  war  in  which  the  intcrcfts  of 
individual  nations  isabforbed  in  the  wider  coniideration  of  the  intereft 
of  mankind  :     It  is  a  war  in  which  perfonal  ^vocation  is  loft  in  the 
outrage  offered  generally  to  dvilixed  man :  it  is  a  war  for  the  pteferva* 
don  of  the  poifeflions,  the  morals,  and  the  religion  of  the  world :  it  is  a 
war  for  the  maintenance  of  human  order,  and  the  exigence  of  human 
fociety.     Does  he  then  mean  to  fay,  that  he  would  have  fat  ftill,  that 
Great  Britain  would  have  fat  ftill,  with  arms  folded,  and,  reclining  in 
luxurious  eafe  on  her  commercial  couch,  have  remained  an  unconcern- 
ed fpc6hitor  of  this  mighty  conflid,  and  have  left  the  caufc  of  civil  or- 
der, government,  morality,  and  idigion,  and  its  God,  to  take  care  of 
itfelf  ?  or  to  owe  its  prefervation  to  the  mercenary  exertions  of  German 
and  Hungarian  barbarians,    provided  only  that  France  had  not  impli- 
cated Great  Britain  by  a  fpecial  offence,  2cnd  forced  us  into  thiscaufe  of 
divine  and  univerfal  intereft  by  the  petty  motive  of  a  perfonal  provoca- 
tion ?  He  will  not  tell  us  fo  ;  or,  if  he  docs,  to  anfwer  the  purpofe  of 
ttie  hour,  will  lie  hold  the  fame  language  to  our  allies  ?  Will  he  fpeak 
thus  to  the  Emperor  ?     Will  he  fpeak  thus  to  the  King  of  Pruffia  ? 
Will  he  tell  them,  that  we  are  not  volunteers  in  this  caufe  ?  That  we 
have  no  merit  in  having  entered  into  it  ?  That  we  are  in  confederacy 
with  them,  only  to  refentafeparateinfult  offered  toourfelves,  which 
redrefled,  our  zeal  in  the  caufe,  at  lead,  if  not  our  engagements  to 
continue  in  the  alliance,  mud  ceafe?    Or  if  he  would  hold  this  lan- 
guage to  thofe  Powers,  will  he  repeat  it  to  thofe  lefler  States  whom 
wc  are  houriy  dragging  into  this  perilous  qontcft,  upon  the  only  plea 
by  which  fuch  an  aft  of  tyrannical  compulfion  can  be  attempted  to 
be  palliated,  namely,  that  a  perfonal  ground  0/ complaint  Sigaind  the 
French    is    not  neceflary   to  their  enmity ;  but  that  as  the  league 
againft   that   people  is  the  caufe  of   human  nature  itfelf,     every 
country  where  human  feelings  exift,  has  already  received  its  provo- 
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catkm  in  tbe  atfocities  of  thi^  common  enemj  of  human  kind. 
But^  why  do  I  aflc  him,  whether  he  would  hold  this  language  to  the 
Emperor  or  the  King  of  Pruffia  ?  The  King  of  Pruffia,  Sir,  at  this 
moment  tells  you,  even  with  a  menacing  tone,  that  it  is  your  own 
var ;  he  has  demanded  from  you  a  fubfidy  and  a  loan ;  you  have 
endeavoured  to  evade  his  demand,  by  pleading  the  tenor  of  your 
treaty  of  defcndve  alliance  with  him,  and  that  as  the  party  attacked, 
you  aie  entitled  to  the  whole  of  his  exertions ;  he  denies  that  you 
are  the  party  attacked,  though  he  applauds  the  principles  upon  which 
yoa  arc  the  aggreifor ;  and  is  there  another  power  in  Europe  to  whom 
our  Guvcmment  will  venture  to  refer  the  deciflon  of  this  queftion  ?  If 
what  I  now  ftate  is  not  the  fad,  let  me  fee  the  Minifter  fhmd  up,  and 
contradiA  me.  If  he  cannot,  let  us  no  longer  bear  that  a  fallacy  ihould 
be  attempted  to  be  impofed  on  the  people  of  this  country,  which  would 
be  treated  with  fcom  and  indignation  in  every  other  comer  of  Europe; 
From  this  hour,  let  him  either  abandon  the  narrow  grouiHl  of  this  be-^ 
tng  a  war  of  ncceflity,  entered  into  for  felf-defence,  or  .give  up  the 
lofty  boaft  of  its  being  a  war  of  principle,  undertaken  for  the  caufe  of 
human  nature. 

Still,  flill,  however,  be  the  war  a  war  of  neceflfity  or  phoice  ;  of 
tkfcr.ce,  or  of  principle,  peace  mud  fome  time  or  other  be  looked  to. 
True  J  but  in  the  prefcnt  flate  of  France,  firft,  lit  is  contended,  that  no 
means  of  negociation  even  can  be  found ;  and,  fecondiy,.  that  even  if 
sfAx  ncgociated  and  agreed,  no  fecurity  for  the  perfbarmarKTe  of  the 
^eemcnt  is  to  be  had.      An  honourable  Member  behind  the  noble 
Lord  (Mr.  Hawkins  Browne)  has  given  it  as  his  opinion,  that  we, 
who  rcconnmend  peace,  ought  to  point  out  the  means  by  which  mi- 
aircers  nviy  commence  and  carry  on  a  negociation.   With  fubmifTion, 
I  fhould  rather  have  thought  it   a  fitter  proceeding,  that  thofe  who 
embark  a  nation  in  a  war  for  a  fpecific  purpofe,  fhould  be  called  on 
CO  point  out  the  probable  means  of  obtaining  the  end  propofed  ;  but  no 
fuch  thing.     Afk  them,  what  their  end  is,  ox  hsw  to  be  obtained? 
1l\k  conftant  anfwer  is,  no  matter  ;  the  war  is  a  juft  war,  and  it  is 
cnpoffible  to  treat  for  peace  ;  we  know  not  even  how  to  fet  about  it; 
and,  with  this  anfwer,  we  muft  be  content  toperfevereina  purfuit,which 
all  experience  has  proved  to  be  ruinous,  in  order  to  attain  an  obje<^t 
whidi  IK>  man  attempts  to  prove  to  be  pradticablc.     The  noble  Lord, 
however,  does  not  lay  fo  much  ftrefs  on  the  impoffibility  of  our  treat- 
ing for  peace  under  the  prefent  circumftances,  as  upon  the  improba- 
bility of  fuch  a  peace  being  fafe  or  permanent.     What  fecurity  can  we 
have  for  the  continuance  of  a  peace  made  with  fuch  a  government  as 
that  of  France  ?    The  factions  of  to-day  are  fupplanted  by  others  to- 
monow  ^  the  rulers  of  the  hour  pafs  in  fucceflion  from  the  tribune  to 
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the  fcaflbid  ;  there  is  nothing  .permanent  or  liable  in  their  fyftem — 
Granted*  And  what  then  are  you  ifvaiting  for  before  you  will  treat } 
Is  it  limply  that  you  will  have  fome  perfon  on  a  throne  in  France  ? 
Some  firft  mag^ftrate,  with  the  name  of  Kino,  be  his  power  what  it 
may,  before  you  will  enter  into  any  n^ociation  ?  I  fufpe£t  that  this 
idea  is  obftinately  rooted  in  die  minds  of  fome  perfons.  It  is  not, 
however,  avowed  ;  on  the  contrary,  our  own  proclamations  declare, 
that  though  the  re-ellablilhment  of  monarchy  in  France  would  be  a 
Ibodiing  and  conciliatory  circumllance,  it  is  not  an  indifpenfable  pre- 
liminary to  the  re-ellablilhment  of  peace. .  What  then  is  the  delide- 
ratum  ? — A  ftable  and  refponlible  fyftem  of  government  of  fome  fort 
or  other,  that  would  give  a  reafotmble  expe^ation  ef  duration  and/ecuritj 
H  peace  y  when  ejiablijhed, 

I  aifk,  is  any  change  which  our  arms  are  likely  to  produce  in  France, 
likely  to  produce  fuch  a  government  ?  The/infi  of  it  we  are  not  to 
prefcribe.  Where  are  the  men  we  hope  to  fee  come  forward  ?  We 
commenced  with  reprobating  and  reviling  La  Fayette,  Rochefoucauldt, 
and  the  whole  party  of  reforming  Royalifts.  BrilTot  and  the  Republi- 
cans of  the  I  oth  of  Auguft  overthrew  and  deftroyed  that  party.  Wc 
may  boaft  of  having  afltfted  Roberfpierre  and  Danton  in  the  deftruc- 
tion  of  Brilfot  and  thofe  republicans.  Roberfpierre  and  I>anton  now 
pollefs  the  lead.  Are  you  waiting  till  fuch  men  as  Hebert  and  Chau- 
mettc  (hall  have  deftroyed  Roberfpierre  and  Danton  ?   Would  fuch  a 

.  change  give  you  theftable  refponlible  and  truft-worthy  government  you 
deftre  ;  or  do  you  fee  any  clafs  of  men  ftill  under  them  which  in  the  re- 

^  volution  of  enormities  gives  you  a  fairer  promife  of  your  objcft?  No 
man  will  hold  out  fuch  an  expectation.  Whence  then  can  arife  the 
fort  of  government  with  whom  you  would  condefcend  to  treat? 
I  affirm  from  one  only  poflible  fourcc  ;  from  a  general  reformation 
in  the  public  mind  of  France,  founded  on  a  deep  fenfe  of  their  cala- 
mities, and  a  juft  abhorrence  of  tlieir  paft  crimes.  Then  ndll 
ceafe  their  bloody  internal  enmities  ;  then  will  ceafe  the  felfilh,  fiidious 
contcfts  of  their  leaders ;  then  will  ceafe  their  revolting  fyftem  of  plun- 
der, rapine,  and  impiety ,  then,  in  other  words,  will  be  eftablilhed, 
their  Republic  on  the  immortal  and  unconquerable  principles  of  wif- 
dom  and  of  juftice,  which,  without  diminifhing  the  invincible  enthu- 
llafm  which  even  now  animates  their  military  exertions,  will  fupply 
thofe  exertions  with  copious  smd  unperilhable  refources;  and  then 
truly  we  (hall  have  no  obje(Aion  to  acknowledge  them  as  a  nation,  and 
to  treat  whh  them.  Admirable  prudence !  Confummate  policy !  While 
the  certain  feeds  of  internal  difcord,  weaknefs,  and  diUblution,  arc 
fown  among  them,  and  are  checked  in  their  rank  growth  only  by  the 
counteraction  of  ftronger  feelings  againft  the  foreign  enemies  that  fur- 
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rounds  them ;  we  will  not  (loop  to  treat,  becaufc  we  cannot  have 
ficurity  for  the  future ;  but  if  fortunately  our  perfevcrance  in  affailing 
them  (liali  at  length  eradicate  all  tliat  is  vicious  and  ruinous  in  their 
internal  fyftcm,  ftrengthctiing,  as  at  the  fame  time  it  muft,  the  encrr 
gics  and  folidity  of  their  Government,  then  our  pride  \\ill  abate, 
rtfpcclful  nc^xriation  will  follow,  and  a  happy  peace  may  be  con- 
cluded  a  hiippy  peace  when  tlie  beft  terms  muft  leave  us  in  future, 

for  ever  at  tiuir  mercy !  This  I  contend  muft  be,  if  not  the  ob- 
jei,  the  refult  of  waiting  for  that  ftable,  refponfiblc,  and  truft-wor- 
thy  Government  in  France,  which  the  noble  Lord  demands  ;  un- 
Icft,  as  I  faid  before,  the  operative,  though  not  the  avowed  motive, 
fir  the  war  i^  fimply  to  cft*lbli(h  a  monatchy  in  that  country,  or  perifh 
in  the  attempt. 

Leaving  die  origin  and  obje(?t  of  the  war,  oiir  attention  is  next 
called  to  the  great  prc^efi  that  has  been  made  by  the  allies  fincc  we 
entered  into  the  confederacy !  O'drfuccffs  has  been  fuch,  it  feems, 
that  we  ought  to  prtx:eed,  be  the  objedl  what  it  may.  Firft,  the 
noble  Lord  afks,  with  a  triumphant  air,  whether  France  is  not  in  a 
much  woije  condition  than  at  the  beginning  of  the  campaign.  Un- 
qucftionably  (he  is  :  (lie  has  loft  fome  hundreds  of  thoufands  of 
lives,  and  exhaufted  many  millions  of  rcfourcc :  and  what  is  more. 
Sir,  all  Europe  is  in  a  worfc  condition,  for  the  fame  rcafon.  But  I 
demand  an  anfwer  to  a  queftion  more  to  the  purpofc,  and  in  truth  the 
cnly  quc(tion  which  belongs  to  the  argument.  I  a(k  if  there  is  any 
«ic  man  in  this  Houfe,  or  out  of  it,  who  tliinks  thai  the  allies  are 

r«£ASER  TO  THE  OBJECT  THEY  HAD  IN  VIEW,  THAN  THEY  WERE 
AT     THE     BEGINNING  OF    THE  CAMPAIGN  ?     Let   tllis    qUcftion   be 

fairly  and  honeftly  arifwered  before  we  madly  goad  this  nation  to  new 
cKcrtioRS,  arid  load  our  fellow  fubjefls  with  new  burdens.  I  meet 
the  noble  Lord  in  his  review  of  the  ftate  of  the  allies  and  of  iFrance 
at  the  conimencement  of  the  campaign,  and  at  the  prcfent  hour ; 
but  I  enter  into  that  review  with  the  objedl  I  have  ftatcd  before  my 
eyes,  and  not  to  ftrike  a  balance  on  little  petty  fucceffes  which  con- 
dace  nothing  to  the  main  purpofc. 

Previous  to  the  ending  of  the  laft  fcflion  of  Parliument,  my  right 
honourable  friend  (Mr.  Fox)  renewed  by  a  motion  in  this  Houfe,  his 
.  exhortation  to  Government  to  treat  for  peace.  We  had  then  atchiev- 
ed  all  the  avowed  purpofes  for  which  we  went  to  war.  Holland 
T»as  fafc,  the  opening  of  the  Scheldt  out  of  the  queftion,  the  enemy 
was  even  driven  out  of  Brabant,  we  had  fucceeded  in  the  Weft  Indies, 
Tobago  was  taken,  and  Lord  Hood  had  failed  to  the  Mediterranean, 
vith  a  fofx:e,  fufficient  to  enfure  the  fuperiority  of  the  Britifti  flag 
in  tka  quarter.     Yet  all  thcfc  advantages  now  fo  vauntingly  cnumc- 
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rated  were  then  held  as  trifles,  they  were  treated  comparatively  as  infi^- 

nificant  matters,   and  notliing  but  fome  important,    dccifivc    blow 

againft  the  common  enemy  which  the  power  of  the  allies  in  the  enfuin^ 

campaign  was  certain  to  effe^,  could  make  it  prudent  to  thmk  of  peace. 

What  has  tliat  cainpafgn  produced  r  The  furrender  of  Conde,  Va- 

lenciei>nes>  and  Qucfnoy  ;   the  repofleffion  of  Maycnce,  and  the  par> 

tial  dcftruftion  of  the  marmc  at  Toulon.     Compare  this  with  our 

boafl^,    our  exertions,    and  expeftatioM,  and   wfth  what  has  been* 

gained  to  the  caufc  of  France.      Frrfty  the  vcxj  corner  ftonc  on  which 

the  hope  of  the  moft  fanguinc  Jcfttd,  was  not,  .(for  they  h;^d  before: 

their .  eye»  the  cxpcrrcncc  of  the  DxiILe  of  Brunifwick's  former  cam— 

paign^)  the  v^our  and  probable  rmprcffion  of  the  invading  arms  *,   btit 

the  zeal,  the  numbcis,  and  the  fury  of  the  royaf  party  in  France,  dierr 

roufed  at  once  to  aftion  by  tfierf  monarch's  recent  execution,  and  cn^- 

couragcd  by  the  indignation  and  lionor  which  that  event  app^recf. 

univerfally  to  excite.     Where  now  is  that  royal  paTty  ?  Vf'^crc  i»  the 

hope  which  pointed  to   their  barmeis?     They    rofe  indeed;,    andl 

every  thing  that  courage,    vengeance,  and  defpair    could   di<flate^ 

they  attemptc  A     Long  and  fruklcfsly,  they  Booled  to  die  allies  for 

atTifhincc ;  at  length  the  yoke  and  die  flagof  BrrCain  chcarcd  thcHr 

hearts,  and  routed  tiicir  cfibrts ;  woukl>  for  the  honour  of  Bii^n^  wc 

eould  bury  the  event  in  fiient  {bamc„  am*  in  the  gpjivc*  of  the  pgdr 

mangled  viclims  of  their  own  dehi(ioi»  and  our  pro&flfons.   If  there  ycr 

exifls  an  eagerncfs  for  a  royal'  cni^de  icv  Errand,  w31  the  Bji%\Q» 

arms  ever  infult  agam  the  coafls  of  ^pn^trvf  or  Ppov^nce,  wi{)|  the: 

offer  of  Acir  protedtion  ?   If  there  yet  remains  a  nomiant  of  ^  I0)'a£ 

party  in  France,  will  Toulon  and   PlbirmouUei  ever  be  £9KB^^ 

The  great  body  of  the  French  royalifts  is  deftroyed>.  anniliilated,  anct 

with  them  the  very  ftso^gpft  ggpound  upoAr  wjixcli  wc  buHt  ouc  firft  ex* 

pcdtatioiiB  of  fucccfs. 

The  next  ^kit  mod  relied  upon  by^  the  eager  advocates  for  the 
war,  was  the  ftate  even  of  the  republican'  parties  in  Paris.  TwP' 
fadions,  equally  antv-raonarchical,  but  abated  by  the  moft  ^1  and^ 
deadly  animofity  towavds  each  other>  ruled,,  ftvercd,  and  dilpirit^ 
the  French  people.  By  the  ftirmus  contelts  of  the  leaders  of  diefe 
parties,  the  attention  of  the  nation^  was  ei^jrofledr  tlieir  e(&rts  were, 
enfeebled,  their  exertions  fliacklcd>.  and  their  hopc»  dHm^yed.  Ob- 
fcrvers  in  all  parts  looked  fo5  a  tpccdy  and  opcm  confluS  between? 
them,  and  it  was  confidently  and  reafonably  expe6ted>  Uiat  the 
ivcnt  of  that  confliifl;  would  inevitably  be  (avage  and  cxtcnlivc  civit 
war.  This  exprcf a/ion  was  among  the  foremoft  of  the  rffmrces  of 
the  allies.  What  has  happened  ?  To  the  aftoniflimcnt  of  the  worlds 
«nc  of  thefc  parties,  apparently  the  moft  fixiJcj.has  notmcrdj  fuW'Jcdt. 
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lut  cxtii^infhcd  the  other ;  Aibdued  them  almoft  without  an  effort, 
and  cxtii^ifhed  them  Mrkhout  even  an  attempt  made  to  avcngie 
ihemy  wKlc  the  conquering  party  appear  from  that  hour  to  have  pof- 
fcflcd  net  only  more  ^wcr,  fhore  energy;,  and  more  confidence,  than  , 
any  of  their  picdeccflbi^  fince  tKe  revolution,  bik  even  a  vigour  and  fiif- 
<tnation  of  influence  and  authonty  unpnralellcd  in  the  hiftory  of  man- 
kind. Tins  tcliance  therefore,  though  feckoned  on  at  tlie<ommencc- 
fccnt  of  the  campaign  as  a  hoft  of  hope,  is  alfo  gone. 

Ag^uB,  we  weve  told,  that'  fhe  fyftem  of  di(gu(7ing,  cafhlerlng, 
^nd  defraying  all  the  old-i^xperieiiccd  officers,  muft  create  infub- 
crdbatiQR  and  niutiny  in  the  army,  and  ultimately  bring  down 
the  Tcngcancc  and  Indignation  of  the  ioldiers  upon  the  Convcn- 
6on,  and  efhADlifti  a  military  tyranny.  Here  again  has  ordinary 
fftadxtiitR  been  foiled.  The  nK>fl  victorious  and  popular  Generals 
l^vc  been  ahrdted  at  the  head  of  their  troops  ;  a  Commiflioncr  from 
ibe  Conventton  teHs  the  armed  fine,  that  it  is  his  \iill  :— and  incre- 
dible as  it  may  appear,  there  fcaiccly  has  been  a  finglc  indanee,  count- 
Ic&  almoA  aft  the  number  of  their  tra)ps  is,  and  compulfoiy  as  is  the 
fnode  by  which  many  of  thofe  nuniAx:rs  are  g-iincd,  there  fcarccly  has 
been  a  fiiigle  inftahce'  of  a  military  revolt  againft  any  of  their  decrees. 
An  aigutnciit,  thereibre,  thsit  armies  muft  in  their  nature  difdain  the 
tfotttrol  of  fuch  an  Aflfembly^  mud,  however  reluflaAdy,  be  given  up, 
aad  to  that  falladous  expectation,  wc  can  look  ao  more. 

But   ihc  means  -even  orfuppordng  thcfc  armies,  we  were  told, 

tofM  noteontinue  through  half  the  campaign.     Arms,  ammunition, 

doatfaif^,   money,  bread,  all  would  fpcedily  fail.     The  predidlion 

tsibitunatcly  has  failed  ih  every'  particular.    But  if  our  negative  re- 

feirces^  and  our  iiopes  or  co-operation  in  France  have  all  difappcdnted 

us,    I    perfume  we  (hall  find  a  full  compenfation  in  the  increafcd 

ibei^di  and  <ririt  of  the  ^nd  aUiance.    Let  us  fee. — What  was  the 

flatc  <jf  the  aOics  when  we  entered  into  the  confederacy  ?  1  he  force 

of  AufMa  iiftbnrfcen,  though  compelled  to  abandor^  Brabant,  and  tiie 

power  of  ihc  veteran  troops   of  PruflTia,  abfolutely  untried,  though 

the  feafass  and  difeafe  had  induced  them  to  retire  from  Champaignc. 

Wfaatis  their  (late  now  f  Defeat  has  thinned  their  ranks,  and  difgrace 

has  broken  their  fpirit.    They  have  been  driven  acrofs  the  Rhine  by^ 

French  recnibs,  like  fhe^  before   a  lion's  w'help,    and  that  not  after 

die   miKhap  of  a  fingie  great  ft<flion  ioft,  but   after    a    fucceffion 

if  Moody  contcftt,  of  unprecedented  fury  and  obftinacy.     Where 

ow  is  the    ictcntific  confidence  with  which    we  were  taught   to 

'gard  the  efforts  of  difcipline   and  experience,  when  oppofed  to 

\  untrained    mukitude  and  unprtwftifed    Generals?     The  jaiigon 

proie£QGBal  pedantry  is  mute,  and  the  plain  fenfe  of  man  is 

S  a 
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left  to  its  own  covirfe.     But  have  the  efforts  of  our  other  allies 
made  amends  for  the  misfortunes  pf  thcfe  two  piincipals  in   tlic 
confederacy  ?  Have  die  'valour  ana  a6\.ivity  of  the   Dutch  by    land 
and  fea  exceeded  our  cxpc(flations  ?    Has   the  Eortugucfe  fquadronr 
leflened  the  extent  and  liglitcncd  the  expcnce  of  our  naval   exer- 
tions r    IJave  the   Italian  Stares  vhom  we  have  bribed  t)r  bullied 
into  our  caufc,    made  any  very  f(  nfible  imprcffion  upon  the  of>iTJ- 
mon  enemy  ?  Has  our  great  ally  the  EmprefsJ  of  Raffia  contiibutcd 
hitherto  any  thing  to   the  common   caufe  except  her  praucs    and 
her  prayers  r   Arc  all  or  any  of  them  in  better  fpirits  toac^,  or  fuller 
of  refourc.e  to  a6l  effectually  than  they  wprc  at  the  commencement  of 
tlie  laft  campaign  ?  But  let  me  throw  all  thcfe  CDnfidcraUons  afidc, 
each  one  of  which,  however,  would  fingly  outwcigli  the  wlicl^  of  tlie 
advantages  placed  in  the  oppolite  fcale  as  gained  by  the- allies,  and  let 
me  afk  is  it  nothing  that  the  greu  and  ^norpentous  experiment  has 
been  made,  and  that  a  (ingle  nation  roufed  by  a  new.  and  animating 
pnergy,  and  defending  what  they  conceive  to  be  their  liberty,   hns 
proved  itfcif  to  be  a  match  for  the  enmity  and  the  arms  of  the  world  r 
Is  the  pride  which  fuccefs  in  fuch  a  conflict  has  given  to  tlie  indivi- 
dual heart  of  every  man  who  has  fhared  in  it  to  be  efiimatcd  as 
nothing  ?  Are  the  triumphs  and  rewards  which  tlie  politic  prodigality 
of  their  government  heaps  on  the  meaneft  of  tUe  rankiJ  \^ho •  fufiiT. 
or  diftinguifh  themfelves  in  their  battles  fruidefs  and  o£  no  efectr 
Q.*,   finally,  arc  we  to  hold  as  a  matter  of  flight  c.onfidcratym,  the 
daring  and  cnthufiaftic  fpirit  folicitous  of  danger  and  fearlcfs  of . deal  h, 
which  gradually  kindled  by  all  thefe  circumftanccs,   but  which'  has 
now  fprcad  with  electrical  rapidity  aniong  fuch  a  race  of  people,  fo 
placed,  fo  provided,  and  fo  provoked  r   Be  he  vyho  he  may  thiit  lias 
reflefted  on  all  thefe  circumftanccs  cipher  fingly  or  in  tlie  aggregate^ 
and  (hall   ftlll  fay  that  the  allies  are  at  this  moment  nearer  the 
attainment  of  their  profeflTed  obje<ft  than  at  the  commencuncnt  of 
the  laft  camjwign,  I  fay  that  man's  mind   is  either  clouded  by  paf- 
fion,  or  corrupted  by  intereft,  or  his  intellcdls  were  never  ftraightly 
framed. 

The  noble   Lord,   however,    though   not  inclined   to  overrate 
the  enemy,  feems   to  have  been   aware  that  he  might  be  'dfivcn 
to  admit  the  magnitude  of  their  exertions,  and  that  it  would  in 
difficult  to  deny  the  efficacy  of  them.     But  that  we  may  i;iot  \ 
difpirited,  he  has  a  folution  reaily  for  all  lliis  ;  both  their  ixcrttff 
and  their  fuccejs  are  forced  and  unnaiuraL     Another  honourable  g^ 
tieman  indeed  has  told  us,  that  if  we  had  had  only  die  real  refourccs,  ? 
the  real  fpirit  of  France  to  contend  with,  we  fhould  have  conquered  tl 
long  ago.     It  may  be  fo  ;  but  the  worft  of  it  is,  they  wont  fuflt 
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to  prcrcribc  to  them  the  fort  of  fpiat,  and  the  knid  of  rclburccs  ^ 

flwiald  chufc  to  contend  with.     This  may  he  very  unhandfomc; 

but  there  is  no  remedy  for  it.  They  have,  it  is  true,  a  greiU  force,  fays 

the  noble  Lord,  but  it  has  not  a  foufnJ  ff)und  iiion.    Ti^cy  have  a  fuH 

publick  treafuTV,  but  their  profpericy  is  unj"/mi.     Tlie  people  obey  the 

Government,    but  the  ground  of  their  fubmifilon  is    unjound  \   in 

fncn,  he  takes  great  pains  to  prove  to  us,  that  they  ought  «ot  in  rea- 

fon  or  nature  to  m:ike  tlie  ftaiui  which  they  have  done,  and  that 

thcyhavc  no  right  to  beat  their  enemies  in  the  manner  whicli  they 

^jvj.     Their  government,  he  undertakes  to  demonftrate,  is  calcu- 

\i\tA  to  produce  no  fuch  cttccts.     It  reminds  me  of  the  ftory  of  a 

tradefman,  niio  had  a  very  admirable  time-piece  made  by  a  perfon 

who  had  never  learned  the  bufincfe,  and  neither  knew  it  mechanically, 

nJT  fcicntifically.   A  neighbouring  clock-m jkcr,  exafprrated  at  tliis  in* 

tnifion  of  natural  genius,  took  great  pains  to  convince  the  owner  tlint 

be  ought  to  .turn  his^  clock  out  of  doors.     It  was  In  vain  that  the 

ni:»n  affured  him,  that  it  went  and  (truck  truly ;  that  lie  wound  it 

op  like  other  clocks  ;  and  that  it  tdd  him  the  hour  of  the  day  pre«- 

cifciy.     The  artift  replied,  that  all  this  might  be  very  true,  but  tjiat 

he  couU  dcmonftratc  that  it  haii  no  right  to  go  like  other  ckH:ks,  for 

'"»t  vas  not  made  ixpQtxfourtd principles.   The  conteft  ended  in  Ws  ca- 

j<»JJ^  Ac  poor  man  to  part  with  his  timc-piecc,  and  to  buy  from  liinn, 

at  three  times  the  co(t,  a  clock  that  did  not  anfwer  half  as  well.     I ' 

»iih  the  noble  Lord  v  ould  attempt  to  make  a  (imilar  impreflion  upon 

the  French,  and  could  prevail  ujxin  them  to  liilcn  to  him.      I  wifh  he 

«>uld  convince  them  that  this  revolutionary  movement  of  thcire, 

is^hich,  however,  unflcilftiUy  and  unmethodically  put  together,  appears 

fo  ftrarcely  to  anfwer  their  purpofe,  is  an  unworthy  jumble  of  igno- 

nnce  and  chance  ;  and  that  they  would  be  much  better  off,  if  they 

wnold  take  a  regular  conftitution  of  his  chooiing.     If  he  could  tStSt 

^^9  I  ihodd  think  his  rhetoric  well  employed,   and  our  chance  of 

fuccceding  againfl  them  iniinitdy  increafed,  otherwifc  his  arguments' 

3nd  dcmonfhations  on  the  fubjcA  hercy  arc  the  idled  wafte  of  breath 

poflible.     Experience  and  £a£ts  contradict  him^  and  we  fmart  under 

thcra. 

In  conobonition  of  his  general  pofition,  the  noble  Lord  next  details 
to  us,  the  manner  in  which  they  have  either  negle6led  or  opprefled 
^  commerce.  I  have  no  doubt  but  that  all  he  has  dated  on  tliis 
fii^jcd  is  true,  and  that  they  have  done  it  poflibly  upon  fyftem. 
*  ftcnild  not  be  furprifed  to  hear  that  feme  diilinguifhed  fcnator  in 
fe  country,  with  a  mind  at  once  heated  and  contraftcd  by  brooding 
<>^'ff  one  topic  of  alarm,  had  darted  up  in  the  Convention,  and  cx- 
^^*«wl,  "  perifh  our  commerce^  live  our  coaditutiun,",  nor  xooto 
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Ihcrald  I  be  furprifed  to  Icarn,  that  dte  mafs  of  the  pfopie,  botri 
jk>  his  aothorityy  or  worked  on  bv  fiditiou^  ahrms  and  fhbncstccf 
immouFCy  of  plots,  ieditiuns^  and  infurrcfSHonsy  (houtd  have  improved 
■poQ  this  patriotic  exhortation  and  agreeing  that  their  cDnftitution  was 
certainly  to  be  preferred  to  their  commerce,  fhould  have  conceh^ect 
tfat  ibcy  could  not  thoroughly  (hew  the  fervour  of  their  zeal  for  th^ 
ibrmer*  fo  well  as  bv  an  unnccclTsnTv  focrifice  df  the  latter-  Wliethcr 
the  hint  of  tl^is  notinbh:  axiom;,  was  taken  from  the  eTq^rcfTions'of  any^ 
cnl^htcned  member  of  our  own  commercial  fenate,  or  whether  it  wa^s 
imported  into  this  Houfe  from  France,  is  what  I  cannot  take  upon  me 
fo  decide.  The  only  refult  wonh  our  confideration  is,  that  however 
dicir  negled  of  commerce  may  have  abridged  them  of  the  hixiirie^ 
mad  even  comforts  of  life,  it  has  not  hitherto  curtailed  them  id  die 
means  of  military  preparation,  or  flackened  the  ilncws  of  wan 

Tlie  next  piroof  of  the  tmjoundn^js  of  ilieir  condition  Is  to  t)e  lo<>kc<f 
lor  \x\  the  enonnoUs  taxes  and  contributions  mfed  upoti  tbc  peDf>Ic, 
The  noble  Lord  has  fummed  up  his  laborious  fiatcmcnts  upon  this 
fubje£(,  by  informing  us  that  every  man  of  four  hundred  a  year, 
is  obl^cd  to  give  up  two  hundred  and  twenty  pounds  of  it  x<^ 
the  public,  in  which  eafc  the  noble  Lord,  in^ith  great  arkhmeticuf 
accuracy  aiTures  us  that  be  retains  but  a  hundred  and  ^hty  for 
hknfelf^  (the  oidy  eondufion  throughout  his  fpcech  in  which  I 
implicitly  agree  with  him),  and  pet^lc  of  greater  incomes  it  feems, 
arc  called  on  to  do  the  faitie.  Now  again  I  give  the  noble  Lord 
Ilia  itSiZy  but  again  I  accompany  my  aifent  with  a  plain  qtiefl^m. 
Do  the  pfGple  fubmit  to  mate  theje  J'icrijicei  ?  He  has  not  attempt^  to 
dlfpote  their  univerfal  aequiefcence.  What  then  do  hts  fa^'  prove  ? 
What,  but  that  to  devoted  are  the  whole  people  of  France  to'tfa«  caxife 
vhich  they  have  efpoufed,  fo  determihed  are  they  to  maintain  the 
firuggle  in  whidi  they  have  cng:«ged,  fo  paramount  and  dominetifng  is 
die  eathufialtic  fpirit  of  liberty  in  tlieir  bofoms,  fo  infignificanr  corapa* 
latively  all  other  parfuits  and  confideration^,  and  frnally  fo  bitter  and 
a^ive  their  animofity  againd  the  confpiring  powers  which  fumnrr^ 
then;,  that  individual  property  has  ccafed  to  be  regarded  even  by  the 
poficfTor,  but  as  fubfidiary  to  the  publick  caufe,  and  the  government* 
which'  has  demsmdcd  thefe  unprecedented  facrifices,  ytx  retains  its 
power,  and  does  not  appear  to  have  impaired  its  popularity. 

This  fyflcm  of  eia^lon  Is  tremendous^  fays  the  Noble  Lord  ;  it'  is 
(oy  but  to  whom  ^  to  thofe  who  have  to  fight  with  fuch  a  people* 
lie  ought,  however,  in  fEiirnefs,  to  have  dated  alfo,  that  thefe  facrifices 
and  thefe  exa<5Hons  ar^  to  expire  when  peace  has  ckfed  the  fhuggle 
in  which  alone  they  originate,  and  the  end  is  attained  for  whkrh 
alone  thev  s^e  M9i:4tc4 :  till  then  unqucfilonably,  the  whole  country 
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of  France  is  regarded  as  ooc  great  Fortrefs  in  a  ftate  of  (icgc  T» 
itil  iis  hfVK  litdc  refped  t6  private  ptopertVy  conunercial  principle,  air 
pcrfooil  pri\'il£ge  is  attended  to  in  fudi  a  ftate,  is  to  prattle  childilhlf  ; 
prove  to  US,  that  the  iron  hand  of  violence  and  neceflitjr  ivhich  has 
bailed  the  courie  of  juftice  and  beat  down  all  the  fecurity  of  private 
ri^  rhrou^iout  that  befieged  land,  does  n'jt  at  the  fame  time  affift 
(tic  oaz  great  objed  which  is  deareft  to  the  general  heait,— -fuccefifiit 
itfifiance  to  the  beii^ers. 

The  NcMe  Lord,  however,  not  content  with  the  unfsumefs  of  o«ier- 
loukii^  all  the  circumftances  which  imperious  neceflity  ntnil  inevitaA)!/ 
impo(e  apoa  a  country  circumftanced  as  Fiance  is,  thinks  it  £itr  and 
candid  to  contrail  the  proceedings  of  their  Convention  on  the  fubjed 
ai  fupply  and  finance  with  the  proceedings  of  the  Briti(h  Mintfter,  and 
of  the  Bcitiih  Parliament !     /f7,  itfeems,  aflift  commerce  inftead  of 
opprcfling  it.     JFe  lend  the  credit  of  the  public  Exchequer  to  our  pri* 
T^ite  merciiants :  and  for  the  means  of  carrying  on  the  war,  not  even 
vubintaiy  contributions  arc  exp:6ted,  unlefs  it  be  in  little  female  keep- 
fakes  for  the  army,  of  gloves,  mittens,  niglitcaps  and  under  waidcoats. 
Certainly  the  contraft  between  the  French  means  of  fupfdy  and  ours 
li  obvious,  and  long  may  it  continue  fo.     But  the  Noble  Lord  pur- 
fiics  his  triumph  on  this  fubjedt  too  &r ;  not  content  widi  (imply  al- 
lading  to  it^  wliich  one  would  have  imagined  would  have  anfwered  all 
Us  purpcrfes,  he  endeavours  to  imprefs  it  more  forcibly  on  our  minds, 
b^'  making  a  regular  fpe^ch  for  our  Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer  and 
cxuldngly  dcmandit^  what  we  (faould  fay,  if  his  Right  Honourable 
Friend,  (Mr.   Pitt)  were  to  come  down  and  propofe  to  the  Britifh 
Ptfliamcnt,  fuch  way^  and  means  as  the  Mlnifter  of  Finance  in  France 
k  compelled  to  rcfort  to  ?  What  (hould  we  think  if  he  were  to  rife 
lad  propa(e,  that  all  perfons  who  had  money  or  property  in  an  unpro- 
dadivc  (late  Hiould  lend  it  without  intereft  to  the  public  ?  If  he  were 
&  propuiir,  diat  all  who  had  favcd  incomes  from  the  bounty  of  the 
bac  (hould  refund  what  they  had  received  ?  What,  finally,  if  all 
pcribns  poilcffing  fortunes  of  any  fi^  were  called  upon  to  give  up 
cbe  whcJe  during  the  war,  or  refcrve  to  themfelves  only  the  meana 
of  fuhfiifaince,  or  at  the  utmoft  1 80  pounds  a  year  f  Upon  my  wotd. 
Sir,  I  agree  with  the  Noble  Lord,  that  if  his  Right  Honourablo 
Friend,   were  ^  come  down  to  us  with  any  fuch  propofition,  he 
vjuld  not  long  retain  his  prefent  (ituation.     AxkI  with  fpdi  a  confe- 
quence  inevitable,  he  need  not  remind  us,  that  there  is  no  great 
(hi^r  of  our  Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer  making  any  fuch  experi- 
i&cot,  any  more  than  of  the  moft  zealous  fupportcrs  of  the  war  ui 
dius  country,  vying  in  their  contributions  with  the  abettors  of  Re^ 
pubtieaniCoi  in  that.     I  can  more  eafily  fanqr  another  foct  of  (]gcodx 
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£)ir  our  prudent  Mlhiftcr.  I  can  more  esfily  conceive  him  nwdcftfj 
comparing  himfelf  and  his  own  meafures  with  the  charadlcr  nzv 
condu6l  of  his  rival,  and  faying,  "  Do  I  demand  of  you,  wealth] 
**  Citizens,  to  lend  yjwr  hoards  to  government  without  intcreft  r  Oi 
**  the  contrar)',^  when  I  (hall  come  to  propofc  a  loan,  hot  a  man  a 
you  to  whom  I  fhall  not  hold  6ut  at  lead  a  job  in  every  part  o 
the  fubfcripliort  and  an  ufurious  profit  upon  every  pound  yci 
devote  to  the  neceflities  of  your  country.  Do  I  demand  of  yoi' 
*'  my  fellow  Placemen  and  brother  Penfioners,  that  you  fliould  fA 
"  ci like  any  p?rt  of  your  ftipends  to  the  public  exigency  ;  on  th< 
•*  contrary,  am  I  n(>t  d.iHy  increafing  your  emoluments  and  youj 
numbers  in  pn-pr^nion  as  the  country  becomes  uriable  to  provide 
for  you  ?  Do  I  rcouirc  of  you,  my  lateft  and  m6!l  zealous 
profclytcs,  of  you  who  have  conie  over  to  me  for  the  f[)ccial  purpoft 
of  fupporting  ihc  \^ar, — a  war  cm  the  fuccefs  of  whidiyou  folcmnlV 
proteft,  that  th/e  falvarion  of  Britain,  and  of  civil  focicty  itfelf,  dr^ 
ptnd — Do  I  require  of  you,  that  you  fliould  make  a  tcmporar}'  fa^ 
crificc  m  the  caufc  of  human  nature  of  the  greater  part  of  your 
private  incomes  r  No,  gentlemen,  I  fcorri  to  take  advantage  of  thq 
*'  cagcrncfs  of  your  zeal,  and  to  prove  that  I  think  the  fincerity  of 
"  your  zeal  and  attachment  to  mc  needs  no  fuch  teft,  I  vi  ill  makd 
**  your  intcreft  co-operate  with  your  principle  ;  I  will  quarrcr  manv^ 
•*  of  you  on  the  public  fupply,  inftead  of  calling  on  you  to  Conrri- 
"  bute  to  it,  and  while  their  \^holc  thoughts  are  abforbed  in  patriotic! 
*'  apprcheniions  for  their  country,  I  will  dcxtroufly  force  upon  other* 
'^  the  favorite  objefls  of  the  vanity  or  ambition  of  tlieir  Jives." 

Sir,  I  perceive  that  the  Houfe  feel  that  I  have  made  a  fpeech 
more  in  diaracSer  for  the  right  honourable  gentleman,  than  the  noble 
Lord  did  ;  that  I  have  fuppofed  him  fimply  to  defcribc  what  he  has' 
been  actually  doing  ;  but  I  am  much  miftakcn,  if  they  do  not  a:  tlic 
fame  time,  think  it  rather  indlfcrcet  in  the  Noble  Lord  to  have  re- 
minded us  of  fuch  circumftunccs.  Good  God,  Sir»  that  he  fliould 
have  thought  it  prudent  to  have  forced  this  contrail  upon  our  atten- 
tion ;  diat  he  fliould  triumphantly  remind  us  of  every  thing  that 
(hame  fliould  have  withheld,  and  caution  would  have  buried  in  obli> 
▼ion  1  Will  thofe  who  flood  forth  with  a  parade  of  difintereftcd  pa- 
triotifm,  and  vaunted  of  th& ///cnfces  they  had  made^  and  the  exfifed 
fifuation  they  had  chofen,  in  order  the  better  to  oppofe  the  friends  of 
£riilbt  in  England — will  they  thank  the  noble  Lord  for  reminding 
us  how  foon  thefe  lofty  profcfiions  dwiiKiled  into  little  jobbing  purfuits 
for  followers  and  dependants,  as  unfit  to  fill  the  ofHces  proeured  for 
tlicm,  as  the  offices  themfelves  were  unfit  to  be  created  ?  Will  the 
ttain  of  newly  titled  alannifts,  of  fupemumerary  negociators,  of  pcn- 
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ftoned  pakymaifkcrs,  agcms  and  commiiTaries,  thank  him  for  remarking 
to  us  how   profitable  their  panic  has  been  to  thcmfelves,  and  how 
expcnfive  to  their  country  ?  What  a  contrail,  indeed,  do  we  exhibit  ? 
What !   in  fuch  an  hour  as  this,  at  a  moment  pregnant  with  the  na- 
tiosul  fate,   when,  preflfing  as  the  exigency  may  be,  the  hard  taflc  of 
fqueezing  the  money  from  the  pockets  of  an  impoveriflied  people,  from 
the  toil,  the  drjdgcry  of  the  (hivering  poor,  muft  make  the  moft  prac- 
tifed  (x>lle£bor's  heart  ache  while  he  tears  it  from  them.  ^    Can  it  be,  that 
pco[de  of  high  rank,  and  profefling  high  principles,  that  they  or  their fa-^ 
miiUs  lliould  feek  to  thrive  on  the  fpoils  of  mifery,  and  fatten  on  the 
meal  wreftcd  from  indufbrious  poverty  ?  Can  it  be,  that  this  {hould  be 
the  cafe  -with  the  very  perfons  who  ftate  the  unprecedented  peril  of  the 
nwtirj  as  xhcfole  caufe  of  their  being  found  in  the  miniderial  ranks  ? 
The  conftitution  is  in  danger,  religion  is  in  danger,  the  very  exiftence 
of  the  nation  itfelf  is  endangered  ;  all  perfonal  and  party  confidera- 
tians  ought  to  vanifh  ;  the  war  muft  be  fupported  by  every  pofilblc 
cxCTtion,  and  by  every  poflible  facrifice ;  the  people  muft  not  mur- 
mur at  their  burdens,   it  is  for  their  falvation,  their  all  is  at  ftake. 
The  timic  is  come,  when  all  honeft  and  difinterefted  men  (hould  rally 
round  the  throne  as  round  a  ftandard  ;— for  what  ?  ye  honeft  and  dif- 
interefted men,  to  receive  for  your  own  private  emolument,  a  portion 
of  tfwfc  very  taxes  which  tliey  themfelves  wring  from  the  people, 
on  the  pretence  of  faving  them  fn>m  the  poverty  and  diftrefs  which 
you  (ay  the  enemy  would  inflid,  but  which  you  take  care  no  enemy 
(hall  be  able  to  aggravate.     Oh  !  fliamc !  ftiame  !  is  this  a  time  for 
fclfifti  intrigues,  and  tlie  little  dirty  traffic  for  lucre  and  emolument  ? 
Does  it  fuit  the  honour  of  a  gentleman   to  afk  at  fuch  a   moment  ? 
Docs  it  become  the  honefty  of  a  Minifter  to  grant  r   Is  it  intended  to 
confirm  the  pernicious  doftrine  fo  induftrioufly  propagated  by  many, 
that  all  public  men  are  impoftors^  and  that  every  politician  has  his 
price  ?  Or  even  where  there  is  not  principle  in  the  bofom,  why  does 
not  prudence  hint  to  the  mercenary  and  the  vain  to  abftain  a  while 
at  teift,  and  wait  the  fitting  of  the  times  ?   Improvident  impatience  ! 
Nay,  even  from  thofe  who  fecm  to  have  no  difedl  object  oi  office  or 
pidBt,  what  is  the  language  which  their  a6\ions  fpeak  ?  The  throne  is 
in  danger  !  we  will  fupport  the  throne  ;  but  let  us  ftiare  the  fmiles 
of  Realty :  the  order  of  nobility  is  in  danger !    I  will  fight  for  no- 
bility,  fays  the  Vifcount,  but  my  zeal  would  be  much  greater,  if  I 
were  made  an  Earl.     Roufe  all  the  Marquis  within  me,  exclaims  the 
Earl,   and  the  Peerage  never  turned  forth  a  more  undaunted  cham- 
pion in  its  caufe  than  I  (hall  prove.     Stain  my  green  ribbon  blue, 
cries  out  the  illuftrious  Knight,  and  the  fountain  of  honour  will  have 
a  fiift  and  faithful  fervant.     What  are  the  people  to  think  of  our  fin- 
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ceity  ?  what  credit  are  they  to  give  to  our  profeflions  ?  Is  this  fyftem 
to  be  perfcrvcrcd  in  ?  Is  there  nothing  that  whifpers  to  that  right 
honourable  gentleman,  that  the  crifis  is  too  big,  that  the  times  arc 
too  gigantic,  to  be  ruled  by  tlie  little  liackneycd  and  cvery-day  means 
of  ordinary  corruption  ?  Or  arc  we  to  believe,  that  he  has  within 
himfelf  a  confcious  feeling  that  difqualifies  him  from  rebukii^g  the  ill- 
timed  felfilhnefs  of  his  new  allies  ?  Juft  previous,  indeed,  to  the  nnca- 
fure  which  bcfpoke  the  prc-dctcrmination  of  our  Government  fcr  w^Vy 
he  deigned  himfelf  to  accept  a  large  finecure  place  ;  even  He,  who  at 
the  commencement  of  his  political  career,  lamented  that  he  had  fallen 
on  times  too  good,  too  uncorrupt,  to  mark  with  cScA  the  contraft 
of  his  own  political  difintcreftcdncfs,  took  to  himfelf,  at  the  period  I 
mention,  a  great  finecure  office,  fwelled  by  an  additional  peniion,  and 
both  for  life  ;  tl^  circumftancs  has  never  been  con^mesUed  on  in  Par- 
liament, though  perhaps  dicre  are  thofe  M'ho  do  not  exadly  think  his 
public  fervice  underpaid  by  the  remuneratiorfr.  But  if  tlie  acceptance 
of  fuch  a  boon,  at  fuch  a  time,  is  to  be  regarded  by  him  as  a  pledge 
and  contraA  that  he  is  never  in  future  to  confidcr  himfelf  entitled  to 
an  unpurchafed  fupport  on  tlic  fubjcdl  of  this  war,  or  to  refift  the 
mercenary  claims  of  any  profcljte,  which  his  arguments  or  his  ex- 
ample may  create — inaufpicious,  indeed,  was  the  moment  in  wliich 
liis  own  difintcreftcdncfs  was  furprifed  by  the  boimty  of  his  Sove- 
reign, and  far  more  lamentable  to  his  country,  the  confequences  of  diac 
gift,  than  advantageous  to  himfelf. 

Can  wc  too  fcrioufly  reflcd,  that  in  the  contcft  in  which  we  arc 
engaged,  we  have  avowedly  ftaked  the  Being  of  the  Britifli  Empire  ? 
This  Bellum  InUmidnum^  as  it  was  rafhly  named  by  thofe  who 
advifed,  and  into  which  I  fear  it  has  been  more  raflily  converted, 
by  diofe  who  have  conducted  it,  is  to  be  profecuted  at  every  rifle. 
If  wc  fail, — we  fall ; — fo  circumftanced,  the  hour  may  come,  in 
which  we  may  be  compelled  to  look  for  a  loftier  fpirit,  a  firmer  ener- 
g)%  and  a  more  enthufiaftic  attachment  to  the  frame  and  form  of  our 
Conftitution,  than  ever  yet  has  been  demanded  by  our  Government 
from  the  people  governed.  Let  the  Minifter  take  care,  if  fuch  an  hour 
Jbouid  come,  that  wc  do  not  look  in  vain.  Let  him  take  care  that 
the  corruptions  of  the  Government  (hall  not  have  loft  it  the  public 
heart ;  tliat  the  example  of  felfifhncfs  in  die  few,  has  not  extinguifti- 
ed  public  fpirit  in  the  many.  Let  him  not  be  too  confident  that  his 
informers,  his  affociations,  his  threats,  his  proclamations,  or  profecu* 
tions,  have  driven  from  their  poft,  or  filenced  the  obfervations  of  thofe 
who  honeftly  and  lawfully  watch  the  conduft  of  the  King's  fervarjs 
in  their  ftations,  and  of  their  ownfervanis  in  this  Houfe,  and  who 
hold  a  corrupt  collufion  between  tiiem  to  be  in  itfclf  an  overtbroiv 
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of  the  Conftitution.  If  wc  would  have  the  people  ready  with  one 
will,  fhotild  the  trying  neceflity  arife,  to  rifle  and  to  facrifice  every 
thing  for  the  fafety  of  the  Conftitution,  and  the  independence  of  their 
country,  let  the  high  example  come  from  tliofe  in  high  fituations,  and 
let  It  be  as  manifeil  as  the  danger  that  no  part  of  their  fubfiftencc 
has  been  wrung  ftom  them  on  a  fpecious  pretence,  and  applied  in 
fed,  to  incrcafc  the  wages  of  corruption,  or  fwcll  die  price  of  politi- 
cal apoftacy. 

Bat  if  neither  public  intercft,  nor  political  prudence,  fway  the  mind 
tif  the  ri^t  honourable  gentleman,  I  wonder  that  a  feeling  of  perfonal 
pride  has  nat^  in  fome  meafure,  deterred  him  from  the  feledlion  he  has 
tnadeof  the  late  objedtsx)f  his  patronage,  his  favour,  and  his  confidence. 
What  a  compliment  has  he  paid  to  all  his  former  connections  and  at- 
tachments !  and  in  what  a  light  has  he  held  out  their  pretenfions  and 
abilities  to  the  world  !  poffefling  opportunity  and  fagacity  to  difcern 
and  eftimate  the  claims  of  worth  and  ta!ents,  he  has  long  been  in  a 
fituation  to  attach  to  Iiim  a  numerous  body  of  rcfpc^ftable  friends, 
whofc  fortunate  concurrence  in  his  opinions  has  been  both  fteady  and 
uniform.  Could  he  not  find  among  them  all,  any  pcrfons  fit  for  the  ma- 
ny fituations  of  tnift  and  emolument  which  he  has  lately  appointed  to  or 
created,  or  worthy  the  honours  which  he  has  recently  advifed  his  for- 
cing Sovereign  toheftow  ?  No  ;  it  fcems,  th^tfrom  thisftde  of  the 
Hmft  t^onej  the  country  could  be  properly  fervcd,  or  the  favours  of 
Ac  Crown  duly  repaid ! 

(Mn  Sheridan  here  recapitulated y  and  remarked  on  a  number  of  fa-- 
^wn,  offices^  and  appointment 5 ^  all  bejiowed  on  gentlemen  lately  in  oppo^ 
fitm  :  caneng  thefe  he  wasfuppofed  to  allude  to  Lord  Loughborough,  Lord 
Oirltfie,  Lord  Porchejler,  Lord  Hertford,  Lord  Malm/bury,  LordTar^ 
muib.  Sir  Peter  Burrell,  Sir  Gilbert  Elliot,  Mr.  Sylve/ler  Douglas, 
Mr.  Anjhvtijer,  Mr,  John  Erjkine,   fsfr.  feff .) 

Was  dicre  ever,  let  me  aflc,  a  greater  triumph  than  the  lift  I  have  nm 
*^tough,  prefenfs  to  thofe  wh6  yet  remain  on  this  fide  of  the  Houfc, 
and  v4m>  yetfecl  for  the  origind  credit  of  the  party  which  thefe  gen- 
ficmcn  have  quitted  ?  Of  that  coalition  party,  which  has  been  fo 
long  and  fo  vehemently  traduced,  botli  for  its  principles  and  its  origin  ? 
Can  it  be,  that  this  execrable  coalition  faflion,  which,  in  the  year 
1784,  was  accufcd  by  the  very  man  who  then  was,  and  ftill  is,  Mi- 
nlftcr,  by  all  his  adherents,  and,  through  their  arts,  even  by  the  coun- 
^  at  large,  of  the  moft  rooted  malignity  to  the  conftitution  of  this 
'^'ngdom,  of  endeavouring  to  enflave  the  Houfe  of  Commons,  to  dif- 
grace  the  Houfe  of  Lords,  to  make  a  cypher  of  the  King,  and  to 
introduce  a  fourth  cftate,  which  was  to  throw  the  power  and  patro- 
nage of  the  wlK)le  Empire  iV)^<^  riioir  hands,  and  make  their  tjpmny 
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immortal — that  this  fame  party,    who,    at  the  time  of  the  Regency, 
were  again  accufcd,  under  the  fame  authority,  of  being  actuated  by 
an  infatiate  love  of  office  and  emolument  alcme,  and  of  bafcly    pre- 
ferring the  views  of  their  own  felfifli  and  repacious  ambition  to  every 
fentiment  of  loyalty,  to  the  firft  privileges  of  the  ComnKms,  and  even 
to  the  internal  peace  of  their  country. — Can  it  be  that  this  arraigned^ 
profcribed,  and  reprobated  party,    fo  charadlcrized  and  Aigmatixed  by 
the  right  honourable  gentleman  and  his  followers,  (hould  have  con- 
tained all  the  while  within  its  ranks  the  only  men,  who,  when  the  try- 
ing hour  of  proof  arrived,  were  fit  to  maintain  the  vigour  of  the  con* 
llitution,   affert  the  honour  of  the  peerage,  and  prop  the  pillars  of  the 
Throne  ?     O  !  if  this  be  fo,  what  a  leflTon  ought  it  to  be  to  thoie 
who  liften  to  the  venal  libels   and  calumnies  of  a  minifterial  prcfs  I 
What  a  warning  to  their  credulity  in  future,  when  they  recollect  that 
thefe  very  gentlemen,    to  whom  principally,    it  feems,  the  coundy  is 
indebted  for  the  detection  of  all  the  plots,  confpiracies,  and  infurre<Etions 
which  fo  lately  threatened  the  ovcrtlirow  of  the  ftate,  as  well  as  for 
that  falutary  preventive  againft  all  future  ills  of  the  present  war, 
that  thefe  very  perfonages   were    not  only    never  excepted   in    the 
outrageous  libels  which  fo  long   affailed  the  party   to  > which  they 
fo  lately  belonged,    but  were  many  of  them  the  marked  and  prin- 
cipal obje<fts  of  their  venom  and   malignity  1    Trufting  that  fuch  a 
leflbn  ,will  arife  from  rcfledtin  on  this  fad,  I  quit  the  fubjedl ;  add- 
ing only,  that  I  fliould  much  regret  the  being  fuppofed  to  impute 
any  finifter,  or  improper  motives  to  die  conduft  of  any  of  thefe  gen- 
tlemen, or  by  any  means  to  deny  that  the  emoluments  and  honours 
they  have  received,  were  other  than  the  confequcnces  of  their  con- 
verfion  to  the  fupcror  wifdom  and  integrity  of  the  prefent  Mini- 
fler,  and  in  no  refpcit  the  allurements  to  that  converfion  i  but  ftill. 
Sir,'  I  muft  take  the  freedom  to  obfcrve,  that  in  order  to  have  prevent- 
ed a  doubt,  in  thefe  miftruflful  times,  arifing  in  the  public  mind  upon 
the  fubjedl,  from  the  odd  concurrence  of  circumftanccs,  and  confiderlng 
the  preffure  and   magnitude  of  the  plea,  on  which  alone  they  have 
jullified  their  feparation  from  former  and  long-cherifhcd  conncdions, 
it  would  have  been  better  both  for  their  own  credit,  and  as  an  example 
to  the  people,  to  have  rendered  it  impoffible  even  for  malice  to  fuggcft 
any  other  inducement  for  tlie  part  they  took,    than  a  ftrong  fciifc  of 
public  duty,  and  a  clear  and  diiinterellcd  apprchcnfion  for  the  general 
fafety. 

His  Majefty  laments  the  burdens  that  are  to  be  laid  on  his  people, 
and  yet  Minillers  are  thus  lavifh  in  courting,  nay  purchafing  defertcrs 
by  the  moft  fliameful  proftitution  of  the  national  aeafure  ;  I  take  it  for 
granted  tliat  they  laavc  been  forced  thus  to  look  to  the  odicr  lidc,  tccaufc 
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the  nuiiby  for  flatefhien  formed  by  the  Secretary  of  State  oppodte  to 
them,  has  not  yet  reared  a  fuiEcicnt  number  of  plants  for  the  neceiTaiy 
anfumption  ;  I  dare  fay,  that  tliough  our  Chiron  is  (low  in  his  march, 
hs  will  improve  as  he  goes  on  ;  and  perhaps  this  year  we  (hall  be  called 
upon  for  an  additional  fum  of  mon^  to  turn  tlic  nurfcry  into  a  hot-bed. 
It  is  (aid  that  if  we  were  dtiirous  of  making  peace  we  have  not  the 
means.  With  whom  (hall  we  treat  ?  I  anfwcr,  with  the  men  that 
have  the  power  of  the  French  Government  in  their  hands.  I  never^will 
ilifdaintD  treat  with  thofe  on  whom  I  make  war  :  and  furely  no  wife 
ration  ought  to  perfevere  in  the  idle  difdain  of  a  negociation  with  thofe 
that  are  a  match  for  them  in  war.  A  riglit  honourable  gentleman  op- 
pofitc  (aid,  that  what  made  him  firft  think  ot  a  neg^xiation  with  Ame- 
rica, was  his  looking  at  General  Wafhington's  army  ;  he  had  looked  at 
it  on  the  right,  on  the  left,  on  the  centre,  and  according  to  his  curious 
phafe,  he  could  not  accommodate  himfclf  any  where.  The  fame  was 
fuitly  true  of  France  ;  we  had  tried  it  on  all  fides  ;  on  the  South  at  Tpu- 
kjn,  on  the  Weft  by  the  Rhine,  on  the  North  by  Flanders,  on  the 
Eaft  by  our  fpyii^  glaffes,  at  St.  Malocs,  and  we  could  no  where  be 
accommodated.  But  I  fee  notwithftanding  our  fatal  experiment,  we 
arc  doomed  to  go  on,  the  fetal  determination  is  taken,  and  there  is  no 
rational  hope  that  the  good  fcnfc  and  (jpirit  of  this  Houfc  will  revcrfe  the 
decree. 

Mr.  Sheridan  proceeded  to  a  review  of  the  proceedings  of  the  cam- 
pa^,  to  (hew  that  government  had  not  difplayed  a  fingle  exertion  be- 
coming the  (Ugnity  of  the  nation,  or  calculated  either  to  maintain  the 
fplcndour  of  our  name  and  arms,  or  to  accomplifh  the  objeft  of  the 
war.     There  had  been  great  mifconduft  on  the  part  of  thofe  who  had 
the  power  of  directing  our  forces.    No  one  vigorous  exertion  of  prudence 
or  wifdom  had  been  made  ;  however,  fortune,  in  fomc  refpects,  had 
l^ccn  favourable  to  us.     We  fortunately  efcaped  hoftilities  with  Ame- 
nta :  the  rifle,  however,  of  fuch  an  event  was  hereafter  to  be  enquired 
into.     For  what  purpofe,  he  afked,  was  a  large  fleet  kept  in  the  Me- 
<Jitcnrancan,  after  the  capture  of  Toulon,  while  we  wanted  its  affiftancc 
in  otha  parts  of  the  world— —whilft  a  French  frigate  rode  triumphant 
alo!^  the  coaft  of  America.     And  after  the  engagement  betw  cen  this 
2nd  an  Er^liih  fiigate,  in  which  our  gallant  captain  (Courtenay)  loft 
his  life,  what  muft  have  been  the  feelings  of  the  crew,    to  find  diat  no 
vci^pance  has  been  taken  for  his  death  ? 

^  Mr.  Sheridan  (hewed  that  even  in  the  points  of  our  attack,  particu- 
larly at  Toulon,  Dunkirk,  &c.  &c.  we  had  feen  nothing  but  incapacity 
2nd  blunder  in  the  execution,  as  well  as  difafter  in  the  event.  Thefe 
d^ii^  muft  be  the  fubject  of  parliamentary  inveftigition.  It  was  not 
")Ji^  dut  our  precipitate  retreat  from  Dunkirk  was  huflicd  up  and 
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compnomifed  between  the  Mafter-Gencral  of  the  Ordnance  and  the  Flrft 
Lord  of  the  Admiralty,  becau'fe  one  of  diem  was  brother  to  the  Mini- 
fter-     And  with  rcfpect  to  the  tranfacdons  of  Toulon,  widiout  flopping 
to  enquire  whcdier  die  deftructioh  of  the  ihips  was  confiflent  with  the 
laws  of  war,  he  would  demand  by  whofe  orders  the  Conftitwtion  of  1 7  8  9 
was  firft  offered  to  the  people,  and  by  whofe  orders  that  offer  was  bro- 
ken to  them ;  and  it  muft  be  a  fubject  of  enquiry  how  the  noble  Lord 
Hood,  who  had  lb  freely  taxed  General  O'Hara  with  not  keeping  his 
word,  had  himfelf  broken  his  word  to  the  nation,  aboiit  Ac  ftrength 
and  rcfiftance  of  the  place.     The  execution  of  die  plan  lor  the  dcftnic- 
tion  of  the  (hips,  he  would  prove,  was  mifmanaged  in  all  that  depended 
on  the  part  of  Lord  Hood ;  for  at  the  Babel  council  of  the  uncombined 
armies,  an  offer  was  made  to  undertake  the  deftruction  of  thefe  fhips, 
which  appears  to  have  been  accqptcd ;  and  yet  fuch  an  inadequate  force 
was  given  for  the  purpofe,  as  to  oblige  Sir  Sidney  Smith  to  leave  1 5  ihips 
of  the  line  unconfumcd.     He  reproached  them  alfo  for  the  expedition  of 
Earl  Moira,  which  was  talked  of  fo  long  as  to  deliver  over  adl  the  un* 
ha{^y  Royalifts  on  the  coaft  to  maffacrc.   The  expedition  of  Sff  CSttrlcs 
Grey  had  been  equally  ruined  by  protraction ;  and  wid%  rcfpect  lo  the 
whole  of  our  naval  campaign,  it  was  in  vain  to  enter  into  the  details ;  for 
no  man  oould  with  truth  aflcrt,  that  we  had  any  where  prefcntcd  a  for- 
midable afpect  to  the  enemy.     Of  the  condiKt  of  the  channel  fleet  he 
would  not  fay  one  word ;  he  was  furc  that  the  noble  Admiral  had  ex- 
erted his  utmoft  talents  in  the  fervice,  though  dicy  all  knew  Ac  induf- 
trious  psdns  that  had  been  taken  to  throw  nnmerited  reproach  upon  hinK 
Tliat  our  trade  had  not  been  protected,  the  fact  of  the  dttovicl  bdi^  now^ 
or  very  lately,  at  the  mercy  of  a  few  French  fngatcs  was  a  moft  glaring 
proof. 

All  thefe  things  he  thought  it  a  doty  he  owed  his  conftitueiifs  to  in- 
squire  into,  that  it  might  appear  what  our  objeAs  were  in  purfuing  the 
prefent  war,  and  what  were  the  objects  of  our  allies.  From  fomc  late 
tranfactions,  it  was  veiy  evident  that  our  worthy  allies  had  objects  very 
different  from  what  this  country  could  poffibly  be  fuppofcd  to  have  in 
view.  He  faid  that  he  did  not  mean  to  propofe  any  amendment ;  he 
(hould  be  inclined  to  fupport^  however,  any  amendment  that  went  to 
declare  that  diis  Houfe  ought  to  treat  for  a  peace^  whenever  an  oppor* 
tunity  for  that  purpofe  prefented  itfelf. 

.Mr.  WINDHAM  defended  Lord  Momington  againft  the  accu(a- 
tionof  not  having  fpoken  to  the  queftion.  He  had  recapitulated  the 
conduS  of  France  in  a  manner  fo  mafterly,  fo  true,  and  fo  alarming, 
as  ferioufly  to  fix  the  attention  of  the  Houfe  and  the  nation.  The  ho- 
nourable gentleman  who  had  cenfured  the  noble  Lord,  had  not,  in 
ibmc  parts  of  his  fpecch,  confined  himiclf  to  any  qucilion  at  all.  Upon 


A.  1794-  DEBATES.  143 

ibofe  fubjeds  on  whidi  the  honourable  gentleman  had  confined  himfelf 

CD  the  queftion^  he  could  not  polTibly  agree  with  him.     The  honour-^ 

able  gentleman  had  warned  the  Houfc  to  beware  of  continuing  a  war 

nkhich  he  had  dcfcribed  in  terms  of  reprobation.     But,  was  the  war  to 

be  avoided  ?      No :    the  right  honourable  Member  adduced  numerous 

arguments  to  prove  it  was  not.     For  his  own  part,  his  mind  was  made 

M^  for  war.      During  the  laft  fcffion  of  Parliamcnty  moil  gloomy  pic- 

tufxrs  had  been  drawn,   and  prophecies  anounccd  of  the  misfortunes 

that  were  to  enfuc  ;  which  the  progrefs  of  the  campaign  had  falfified. 

There  had  indeed  been  a  varittv  and  flu(fhiation  of  events  ;  and  if  he 

were  at  prefcnt  afkcd  his  opinion  of  thefc  events,  dating  from  the  fbtc 

in  which  wc  were  iix  months  ago,   he  would  frankly  own  it  might  be 

cdlcd  unfuccdsful :    though  if  confidered  as  it  ought  to  be  from  the 

commencement,  he  (hould  then  affirm  it  was  the  very  reverfc.   When 

^c  engaged  in  this  war,  Holland  was  menaced  by  Dumouricr ;  Au- 

Itrim  Flanders  was  in  the  hands  of  the  French  ;  a  gleam  of  fucccfs 

hid  encouraged  them  to  aflfume  the  mod  infdent  language  ;  decrees 

menacing  the  fubverfion  of  every  Government  in  Europe  were  paiTed  ; 

and  their  condudl  was  as  arbitrary  as  their  decrees  were  infolent.     In 

rivT  oourie  of  one  campaign  tlie  enemy  had  been  driven  out  of  Flanders, 

a  barrier  had  been  formed,  their  trade  had  been  annihilated,  their  na« 

val  force  effedlually  crippled  at  Toulon,  and  yet,  it  was  (aid,  we  had 

(u&Tcd  mod  in  the  war. 

There  were  fome  people  lad  year  who  entertained  the  moft  fanguinc 
expectations  that  the  war  would  be  terminated  in  one  campaign. 
Whatever  our  hopes  might  be  of  the  fpecdy  conclufion  of  the  war, 
thev  (hould  have  been  confidered  radier  as  our  wilhes  than  well-found- 
ed  hopes ;  becaufe  we  have  to  contend  widi  an  enemy  who,  inftead  of 
bviqg  rccourfe  to  the  ufual  means  of  carrying  on  a  war,  had  taken 
mcafures  which  the  moft  defpotic  Monarch  could  never  have  thought 
U :  they  had  feized  not  only  upon  all  the  property  of  the  country,  bui 
they  compelled  the  inhabitants,  without  diftin(5tion,  to  fepve  in  thcij: 
armies.  Such  mcafures  muft,  (or  a  moment,  command  fuccefs  ;  but 
the  exertions  of  this  country  were  not  to  be  deprcflcd  by  fuch  parox}'fms 
of  fury,  which,  though  violent,  could  not  be  lading. 

The  honourable  gentleman  had  contended  that  the  enormities  which 
had  taken  place  in  France  were  the  confequcnces  of  the  general  attack 
rf  the  combined  powers  ;  and  added,  that  when  they  were  baited,  it 
was  not  furprifing  they  (hould  tear  themfclves.  He  was  furprifcd  to 
hear  fuch  language  from  gendemen  who  laft  year  told  the  Houfe  that 
the  inevitable  confequcnce  of  a  war  with  France,  would  be  to  confoii- 
date  and  unite  the  difcordant  parties  in  the  common  caufc  ;  but  now 
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gentlemen  have  found  it  convenient  to  change  their  language,  and    to 
attribute  their  exceffes  to  the  war. 

Mr.  Windham  then  adverted  to  the  arguments  ufed  by  gentle 
men  againft  our  internal  interpofition  in  the  caufe  of  France.      Pie 
would  not  allow  it  to  be  true,  that  the  interference  of  England  had 
produced  union  and  energy  in  France.     It  was  the  duty  of  other  Go- 
vernments to  interfere  ;  for  France  was  making  war  againft  all  Go- 
vernments, all  religion,  and  all  principle.     To  war  had  all  the  crimes 
committed  by  the  French  been  attributed  ;    but  crimes  could  exift, 
and  fadiions  could  exterminate  each  other  without  the  aid  of  \<rar. 
Since  the  Revolution,   France  had  become  the  enemy  of  every   Gou 
vernmcnt ;  for  the  monfter  wxis  born  with  teeth.     Flanders  had  groan  ^ 
cd  under  the  yoke  of  the  French,  during  their  fhort  refidence  in  thofe 
fruitful  provinces,  which  had  not  only  been  pillaged,  but  obliged   to 
conform  to  the  revolutionary  maffacres  of  the  invaders,    though    nd 
people  were  more  religioufly  devoted  to  their  ancient  forms,  and  the 
Government  of  their  progenitors,  than  the  inhabitants  of  the  Nether- 
lands.    How  ^^s  it  poflible  to  preferve  peace  with  the  French,  who 
Btid  grounds  of  quarrel  with  every  nation  that  dares  to  fufpedt  the  pu-^ 
rity  of  their  intentions  ?     What  nation  had  ever  profeffed  more  peace- 
able principles  of  conduS  ;  and  wh'at  principles  had  ever  been  more 
prodjuftivc  of  war  ?     Why  was  the  injuftice  of  our  interference  with 
tlic  internal  government  of  France,   fo  much  infifted  on  ?     Let  any 
man  examine  the  condudl  of  thefe  reformers,  and  deny  if  he  dare,  tlie 
cfFervefcence  with  which  tliey  interfere  in  the  Government  of  other  na- 
tions.    Mr.  Winham  then  difcourfed  on  the  inability  of  Civilians  to 
give  theoretic  rules  fufficient  for  the  regulation  of  nations  in  all  cafes, 
cfpecially  one  fo  unforefeen  as  the  prefent ;  and  then  cited  Vatcl,  who 
had  been  quoted  as  unfavourable  to  the  war,  fo  (how  that  nothing  con- 
clufiVe  could  be  inferred  from  his  autliority  in  this  inftance.     He  had 
carefully  ftudied  the  opinions  of  celebrated  writers  upon  the  laws  of 
nations,    with  refpcft  to  internal  interpofition  in  the  afiairs  of  other 
countries  ;  but  thofe  opinions  were  fo  general,  and  foitietimes  fo  con- 
tradictory, that  authorities  might  be  produced  on  either  fide  of  the 
queftion ;  but  whatever  might  be  undcrftood  as  the  binding  law  upon 
nations  carrying  on  ofFenfive  war,  yet  he  conceived  that  fuch  regula- 
tions could  not  afFcd  a  nation  fuftaining  a  defenfive  war. 

He  adverted  to  interference  in  internal  affairs,  and  demanded  what 
muft  become  of  the  balance  of  power  without  fuch  interference  ;  for 
he  argued  that  the  internal  regulations  of  all  countries  did  frequently, 
and  thofe  of  France  at  prefent  cfpecially,  afFcdl  the  neighbouring  pow- 
ers. Who  fo  precife,  who  fo  folcmn,  as  the  French  had  been  in  £n- 
ftituting  lules  I     Who  fo  apt  at  breaking  them  I     The  fate  of  the 
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Briflbtines  too  had  been  deplored  ;  for  his  part  he  faw,  it  was  true, 
indeed,  that  they  **  did  but  teach  bloody  inftruftions,  which  being 
tau^t,  rajmed  to  plague  the  inventor.  Even-handed  juftice  gave 
back  the  ingredients  of  die  poifoned  chalice  to  their  own  lips*" 

■  Nee  lex  ejijujtlor  ulla 

^uam  necis  artifices  arte  perire  Jua. 

Briffot  and  his  opponents  were  of  the  fame  fluff,  a  part  of  the  famt 
web.  The  energy  of  the  French  had  been  emphatically  dcfcribed  ; 
bat  if  they  were  enei^ctic  what  ought  we  to  be  ?  Superior  as  our  caufe 
VIS,  fhould  we  (lumber,  Ihould  we  be  outftript,  bafcly  fue  for  peace, 
prodaim  our  cowardice,  and  avow  our  inferiority  ?  No,  this  was 
not  the  fpirit  of  Britons,  it  became  not  their  bravery,  nor  was  it  adopt- 
ed in  their  practice.  Never  was  there  a  period  in  which  Britifti  arms 
had  /hone  with  greater  luftre.  Standing  as  we  do  the  defenders  of 
the  prefcnt  and  the  future  world,  ought  we  meanly  to  crouch  in  cow- 
ardice, and  fapplicate  in  defpair  ?  Befide  that  by  fubmiflion  we  could 
only  d^radc  ourfelves,  without  obtaining  prefent  redrefs  or  future 
fifety.  He  concluded  with  ftating  his  opinion,  that  it  was  now  more 
dun  ever  ncccflary  to  perfevere  in  carrying  on  the  war  with  unabating 
vigour. 

Mr.  Sc<Jrcta^  DUNDAS  introduced  his  opinion  with  obferving, 
that  thou^  he  intended  to  have  difcuffed  the  principle  upon  which 
the  war  had  been  commenced,  and  to  have  illuftrated  the  propriety 
<5f  this  tneafure  by  the  events  which  had  marked  its  progrefs,  yet,  as 
flic  firft  of  thefe  fubje^Ss  had  been  fo  ably  explained  to  the  Houfe  by 
fegcttdcman  who  had  preceded  him,  and  by  a  noble  Lord  (Morning- 
ton)  in  a  manner  that  would  not  foon  be  forgotten  by  their  country, 
he  would  confine  his  obfervations  to  what  had  been  aflerted  by  a 
pmlenicn  in  oppofition  (Mr  Sheridan)  upon  a  fubjeft  more  immediatc- 
V  ccmncded  with  his  fituation,  as  a  fcryant  of  the  King. 

The  condud):  of  Adminiftration  in  providing  for  and  profecuting 
*c  war  with  energy  and  effed,  had  been  moft  unjuftly  blamed.  It 
^  been  faid,  that  the  efforts  of  adminiftration,  inftead  of  corre- 
'ponding  with  the  energy  and  vigour  required  at  this  important  crifis, 
M  in  every  refpedt,  been  deficient  and  remifs, ;  and  yet  the  exer- 
^ons  which  had  been  made  iince  the  commencement  of  the  war  in 
February  laft,  had  correfponded  with  the  aflivity  and  bravery  ofi 
Wj  to  whom  the  execution  of  orders  had  been  entrufted.  It  was 
^}  when  events  were  paffed  to  fpeculate  upon  them,  and  on  the 
fuppofcd  advantages  which  might  have  been  derived  frbm  a  differ- 
^t  mode  of  proceeding ;  but  under  the  fucceffive  circumflances,  as 
*cyftood,  there  had  been  no  plan  adopted  by  Minifters,  which, 
V«i.  XXXVII.  U 
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under  fuch  circumftanccs,  he  would  not  be  again  ready  to  recommend  ; 
nor  had  any  exertions  on  the  part  of  tlie  army  or  navy  been  want- 
ing, to  fecond  the  views  with  ^'hich  the  war  had  been  undertaken. 

The  queftion  for  the  Houfe  to  confider,.  was,  whether,  under  alf 
the  circumftances  of  the  cafe,  the  energy  of  the  government,  and  tlic 
exertions  of  the  army  or  navy,  had  evcr^  upon  any  former  occafion, 
been  greater,  or  perhaps  equal,  in  the  firft  campaign  of  any  war  ?  If 
they  had  been  greater  nowy  as  the  h&s  would  (hew  they  had  been, 
it  was  for  rhe  houfe  to  determine,  whether  a  Parliamentary  inquirj' 
into  the  conduft  of  Minifters  would  be  admiflible,  wrthout  any  fpc- 
cific  charge  having  been  brought  againft  them.  That  was  a  fub- 
jed  for  the  Houfe,  not  for  him  to  judge  of.  At  the  fame  time 
he  was  perfc<5lly  ready  to  avow,  that  if  the  fame  operations  were  to 
be  repeated,  he  (hould  advife  and  purfue  the  fame  meafures. 

The  general  allegations  againft  Miniftcts  were,  that  they  had  been 
rcmifs,  inadive,  and  had  not  brought  forth  the  refources  and  ftrcngth 
of  the  Empire,  at  a  crifis  when  the  utmoft  effort  was  to  be  nnade. 
^r.  Dundas  faid,  he  need  only  obviate  thcfe  accufattons,  by  dedring 
any  impartial  man  to  examine  the  a&ual  i^ate  of  this  country  when  it 
entered  upon  a  war,  and  then  to  fay,  whether  in  the  naval  or  milita-* 
ry  Hiftory  of  Great  B^i^ai^,  there  had  occurred  a  period  in  which  the 
augmentations  of  the  navy  or  army  had  been  more  rapid,  or  fo  great, 
or  in  which  the  efforts  of  officers  had  been  more  vigourous  and  fpirit- 
ed  ?  The  policy  of  die  Empire,  which,  at  all  times,  has  a  reference 
to  its  refources,  has,  during  the  time  of  peace,  reduced  the  navy  and 
nrmy  to  as  a  low  flandard  as  the  public  fervice  will  admit  of.  Under  this 
policy,  the  naval  eftablidiment  of  the  kingdom,  before  the  plan  of  hoC- 
tilitics  adopted  by  France  had  been  known,  did  not  amount  to  more 
than  15,000  feamcn  ;  and  the  land  forces,  after  dedudling  thofe  who 
were  ncccffarily  employed  in  garrifon  in  our  foreign  fettlements  and 
dependencies,  did  not  amount  to  more  than  9,00b  effbftivc  men, 
including  the  guards,  cavalry,  and  forces  of  ^evcry  defcription. 

It  was  to  be  rccoUcfted,  that  the  augmentation  of  our  forces  by  lea 
depended  upon  the  return  of  our  commercial  fleets,  from  every  quar* 
tcr  of  the  globe  ;  that  though  we  might,  in  r^ny  moment  bring  together 
a  very  refjiediable  force,  that  the  navy  of  Great  Britain  muft  be  pro- 
grcflivcly  manned  ;  and  that  it  had  been  fo,  in  a  manner  unufually  ra- 
pid, would  appear,  from  the  fa<ft :  our  feamen  in  the  beginning  of  the 
year  were  only  1 5,000.  In  the  courfe  of  the  war,  54,000  men  had 
been  added  to  tliis  number.  At  the  commencement  of  the  war  we  had 
only  thirteen  fliips  of  the  line  and  thirty  frigates  fit  for  fervice ;  at  the 
prefent  time,  we  had  about  eighty  (hips  of  the  line^  and  a  hundred 
frii;iites  in  aftual  employ,  which,  ^-ith  the  armed  veffcls   now  in 
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the  tarwrcc  of  the  public,  made  the  whole  above  three  hundred  fail, 
employed  againd  the  enemy,  and  in  proteding  our  trade.     With  fuch 
a  ibfCCy  **   I   afk  any  gentleman  to  perufe  tlie  naval  hiftory  of  this 
country,  and  to  fay,  if  at  any  period  an  instance  has  occurred  in 
which  our  exertions  have  been  equal.      I  will  readily  allow,  that  as 
"  the   conteft  was   for  the  prefervation  of  our  naval  fuperiority,  of 
our  increafed  and  flouridiing  trade,  at  no  period  has  fuch  a  force 
bee©  fo  ncceflary." 
Mr.  Dundas  then  adverted  to  the  peace  cftabllfliment  of  the  army, ' 
and  ID  the  meafures  which  had  been  devifed  for  a  rapid  increafe  of  it, 
in  a  manner  the  lead  burthenfome  to  the  public.     Indead  of  begin- 
ning with  new  rcgimentSj  independent  companies  had  been  embodied, 
and  additions  made  to  the  old  regiments.     The  moft  effeAual  and 
<rcoiionucai  fyftem  has  thus  been  purfued,  and  force  raifed  and  train- 
^  moce  quickly  dian  upon  any  former  occafion.     Befidcs  the  militia, 
above  30,000  men  had  been  added  to  the  army.     He  did  not  mean 
by  this,*  to  fay,  that  an  army  confifting  of  recruits,  were  equally  fitted 
ftr  the  public  fervice  as  experienced  troops  ;  but  he  meant  to  fubmit 
to  the  Houfe,  that  the  preparations  had  been  as  expedidous,  and  the 
ai^rocntntions  as  ^'^t,  as  the   circumftances  of  the  caie   would 
admit. 

Notwithftanding  thefc  fa<Ss,  an  honourable  gentleman  (Mr  Sheri- 
dan) had  charged  Mlnlfters  with  negligence  and  inaflivity,  and  that 
with  the  force  which  they  did  poffcfs,  they  had  diredled  it  with  d 
vigilance  or  attention. 

In  anfwer,  he  would  only  refer  to  the  period  (8di  February  laft) 
at  niliidi  the  war  had  commenced  and  then  to  the  fad,  that  fo  early 
as  the  month   of  March,  that  information  had  been  received  of  a 
French  fquadron  having  failed  for  the  Weft  Indies.     A  Bridfli  fqua- 
dfon  was  therefore  fenf  out  to  obferve  their  motions,  and  to  follow 
their  cou?fe.      It  was  at  this  time  uncertain  whether  our  enemy  had 
cqoipped  this  fleet  for  a  Weft  India  voyage,  or  whether  it  was  not 
intended  to  adt  againft  our  own  coafts  ;  whether  it  was  intended  to  be 
fern  to  the  Mediterranean,  to  diftrefs  our  allies,  as  well  as  our  trade 
in  that  quarter ;  or  whether,  from  the  ftrange  irregular  charadter  of 
^  French  Government,  the  equipment  had  any   prccife    objcft. 
About|dic  ninth  of  March  we  had  ftrong  reafons  to  believe,   diat  the 
French  fquadron  was  deftined  for  the  Weft  Indies.     Admiral  Gard- 
ner, with  a  fuperior  Iquadron,  failed  for  tliat  quarter  on  the  24th  of 
that  inonth.     At  the  fame  ume,  thofe  who  were  declaiming  againft 
the  war,  in  public  or  in  private,  afferted,  that  the  objedt  of  the 
French  navy  was  to  cruixc  in  the  channel,  with  frigates  and  priva- 
teers, in  the  hope  of  making  a  rich  booty  of  our  trading  (hips.      It 
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was  the  duty  of  Adminiftration,  therefore,  to  provide  for  both  cxigcr* 
cies,  and  at  the  fame  moment,  that  is,  to  have  a  fleet  in  the    'Wcf 
Indies,  and  a  number  of  cruizers  to  protect  the  trade  in  the  channel 
Though  Minifters  were  correft  in  the  doubts  they  had  entertained  ref- 
pedting  the  plan  of  the  French  Government  to  fend  a  fleet  to  the  "N^^cfi 
Indies,  yet.  Admiral  Gardner  went  to  protedl  our  valuable  poffefliona 
in  that  quarter  ;  nor  were  our  efforts  to  clear  the  channel  of  the  ene- 
my's cruizers  incffedlual.      It  was  the  duty  of  Minifters  to  protect  (o 
valuable  a  property  as  the  Weft  Indies,  and  it  was  not  Icfs  fo   to 
proteft  the  coafting  trade. 

At  the  fame  time  information  was  received  of  the  force  of  the  ene- 
my in  the  Mediterranean  ;  a  fieet,  therefore,  was  fent  to  proted  our 
propery  in  that  quarter,  which,  upon  a  reafonablc  calculation,  exceed- 
ed 1, 006,000 1.  fterling. 

On  the  22dof  May,  the  large  and  powerful  fleet  under  Lord 
Hood  failed  for  that  fea,  with  the  objcdt  of  a<5>ing  againft  the  French 
fleet,  of  protedling  our  trade,  and  of  affording  defence  to  the  various 
leflfer  fta,tcs,  whofc  coafts  were  expofcd  to  the  depredations  of  the  ene- 
my. 

It  was  neceflary,  at  this  jundhire,  to  equip  a  laige  fleet  for  the 
channel.  In  proportion  to  the  extent  of  our  trade  was  the  dif- 
ficulty of  fitting  out  armaments  to  proteft  it  in  every  quarter.  Our 
failors,  at  this  time,  were  fcattered  over  the  whole  globe  ;  our  trading 
veflels  were  in  the  Mediterranean,  on  the  coaft  of  Africa,  in  the  Bal- 
tic, on  the  coaft  of  America,  in  the  Weft  Indies,  and  in  the  Eaft  In- 
dies ;  indeed,  wherever  the  great  capitals  of  this  country  and  its  com- 
mercial interprizes  extended :  Though  thefe  were  drawbacks  on  a 
fpeedy  naval  armament,  they  v  ere  motives  for  exertion.  Under  all 
thefe  difad vantages,  the  preparations  were  made,  and  the  fervicc  cf- 
fefted. 

Such,  faid  Mr  Duuvlas,  is  the  general  view  of  our  naval  and  mili- 
tary excr  lions  ar  the,  commencement  of  the  war ;  fuch  the  refalt  of 
that  aiHivkv  in  Govc^mrr.Lnt  which  has  been  termed  remiflhefs,  and 
been  the  fubjeft  of  a  fponive  ccnfure,  not  Icfs  ill  timed  than  unde- 
fcrved.  Kc  wiftied  to  confine  himfelf  to  fadts  only,  and  with  thefe 
before  them,  he  was  affuicd  of  the  candour  of  the  Houfe. 

It  had  been  obftrvcd,  that  the  fafety  of  our  commerce  had  been 
owing  to  chance  \  that  every  thing  was  owing  to  fortune,  not  to  the 
wifdom  or  prudence  of  minifters  ;  and  yet  it  was  fomewfaat  extraordi- 
nary, by  way  of  illuftrating  this  paradox  of  chance^  the  enemy  were 
rcprefentecl  to  have  annihilated  our  ftrcngth,  and  our.  commerce. 
How  this  could  be  reconciled  to  an  acknowledgement  of  the  faS,  that 
our  Fleets  had  returned  in  fafety,  notwithftandtng  the  vigilance  of  our 
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CiiemieSy  and  the  prophecies  of  our  friends,  it  was  for  the  honourable 
gentleman  who  had  made  the  obfervation  to  explain. 

Mr.  Ehindas  ftatcd,  that  he  knew  but  two  ways  of  proteding 

trade;  one  was,  having  laige  amnaments  at  fea,  and  another  was, 

ha\ic^  convoys  for  different  fleets.     Both  of  thcfe  methods  had  been 

employed  ;    and  confldering  all  the  circumdances  of  die  cafe,  our 

trade  would  be  acknowledged  to  have  been  proteftcd ;  exclulive  of  the 

convoys  for  the  protc£tion  of  the  coading  trade,  not  lefs  than  fifty 

fiects  of  merchantmen  had  gone  from  the  ports  of  Britain  to  thofe 

of  our  colonies,  or  of  foreign  nations,  under  convoy,  and  not  one  (hip 

dut  had  failed  under  convoy  had  been  taken ;  yet,  it  was  afferted, 

that  trade  had  not  been  proteded.     That  fome  merchantmen  might 

have  run  widiout  convoy,  and  come  to  a  fafe  market,  was  a  chance 

'kxA^.  good fortuney  which  he  denied  not;  but  that  the  commercial 

irorld  had  received  every  pofiible  aid  from  Government,  they  them* 

feivcs  would  allow.     The  admiralty  had  done  every  thing,  which  the 

means  of  the  country  would  enable  them  to  do.     If  there  was  an 

event  which  threw  greater  luftrc  on  the  Britifh  name,  it  was  the  con- 

duft  of  the  fleet  at  Toulon,  where,  with  only  t\^'cnty  fail  of  the  line. 

Lord  Hood  had  detached  a  fufiiclent  fquadron,  as  a  convoy  for  the 

bomeward-bound    merchantmen  from  the  Mediterranean,  a  fervice 

which  was  performed  with  complete  fuccefs.     His  Lordfliip,  for  ten 

days,  with  only  thirteen  ihips  of  the  line,  had  blocked  up  a  fleet  of 

moce  than  twenty  fail  in  that  port,  and  \i^s  ready  to  give  them  battle 

on  didr  own  coad.     Whether,  therefore,  we  confider  the  protcdlion 

of  our  trade,  or  the  glory  of  the  Britifli  arms,  both  had  been  equally 

attended  to,  and,  as  an  honourable  gentleman  had  expreffed  it,  '^  the 

"  fmall  States  of  Italy,  which  had  been  threatened  by  our  depredat- 

"  ii^  enemy,  (hcltcred  under  the  wing  of  the  Britiih  navy." 

The  blame  which  had  been  thrown  on  the  noble  Lord  who  com- 
manded the  channel  fleet,  could,  by  no  means  be  reconciled  to  the 
condud  of  thit  able  ofliccr.  Had  he  not,  on  every  occafion,  fought 
to  bring  the  enemy  to  battle  ;  and  liad  not  the  encmyi  on  every  occa- 
fion,  avoided  it,  and  fled  from  it  ?  Such  was  the  fa£t  reipeding  Lord 
Howe,  who  was  reprefentcd  to  have  done  nothing,  unlefs  it  was  to 
rendezvous  at  Torbay.  That  flation,  with  refpcft  to  Brcft,  Mn 
Dundas  was  informed,  by  thofe  who  were  ikilled  in  maritime  affairs, 
was  equally  fitted  for  naval  atchicvments,  and  for  tlie  effe<ftual  pro* 
tefiion  of  trade ;  and  had,  therefore,  been  fixed  on  as  the  beft  fitua- 
tion  for  watching  the  motions  of  the  enemy,  and  for  detaching 
cniizers  to  clear  the  feas  of  their  frigates  and  floopsf.  The  number 
of  armed  ihips  and  veflcls  taken  from  the  enemy  by  his  Majefty's 
fliips  fince  the  commencement  of  the  war,  has  been  as  follows  :  two 
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firooi  forty  to  thirty  guns :  four  from  thirty  to  twenty  guns  ;  feven- 
teen  from  twenty  to  ten  guns  ;  and  thirty-four  from  ten  downwards  ; 
vcflcls,  which,  it  muft  be  confcffed,  were  the  bcft  calculated  to  dif- 
trcfs  our  trade.  We  had  indeed  loft  the  Thames  frig-.ite  ;  but  her 
commander,  in  the  confli<5^,  had  neither  loft  his  character,  nor  tar- 
niftied  his  fairc  ;  on  the  contrary,  he  had  eminently  added  to  both. 

Having  tlius   taken  a  view  (.t  tlie  naval   and  military  exertions 
which  have  been  m^dc,  Mr.  Dundas  adverted  to  the  events    in    the 
war,  whicli,  tliough  they  did  not  alter  the  oxiginal  dcftinaiions  of  our 
force,  yet  required  immediate  attention  from  Government.     -When 
Toulon  unex|>ededly  was  put  under  the  proteftion  of  Lord  tl€yodf 
every  poflTible  exertion   was   made  to    fupply  ttie   garrifon,  and    to 
maintain  the  advantage  v/hich  this  event  had  afforded  us.  When,  under 
fuch  circumftancc^s,  we  confider  the  low  ftate  of  our  military    force 
at  the  opening  of  the  war,   and  advert  to  the  calls  upon  us,  from  Hol- 
land in  the  firll  inftance,  and  from  the  Weft  Indies  in  the  next,  to 
which,  from  the  commencement  of  the  war,  it  had  been  rcfolvcd  to 
fend  a  powerful  ajMament,  it  muft  be  allowed,  that  our  preparations 
and   our  cf?jrts  all  corrcfponded  to  ^  the  danger  with  which  we    were 
menaced  / 

Wliatevcr  differences  of  opintion     (from  a  vrant  pcrhnps  of  the 
knowledge  of  facts)  might  have  been  entertained  at  the  commencement 
of  the  war,  refpccling  the  policy  of  the  mcafurc,  it  ouglu  to  be  rc- 
collcdled,  that  when  the  war  was  actually  declared,  the  firft  objcd  of 
confideration    was    the    fafcty    of  oui   own    policffions.     We    had 
to  prepare  againft  the  danger  to  whi  h  tl.ty  were  cxpofed,  and    tlie 
event  has  proved,  that  the  prcparatic.ns  v.crc  coual   to  the  valuable 
end  proix)fcd  by  them.     Much  p.iins  had  been  taken,  in  particular, 
to  villify  the  expedition  to  Martinico,  but  without  reafori  ;  as  infor- 
mation had  been  received,  that  with  1400  men,  poffeffton  might  be 
obtained  of  a  confiderable  part  of  that  ifland  ;  and  if  we  may  judge 
fifom  our  reception  at  St.  Dor  ingo,  the  inhabitants  of  the  other 
French  iflands  wiftied  for  nothing  nrore  than  to  put  themfclves  under 
Ac  prote6Hon  of  his  Majefty.    Mr.  Dundas  had  even  been  of  opinion, 
that  our  poileffions  in  the  Weft  Indies  could  not  be  confidered  to  be 
fafe,  folong  as  the  French  (hould  be  allowed  to  retain  theirs:  if  wc 
were  brouglit  into  tlie  war,  upon  the  moft  unjuftifiablc  grounds,  every 
opportunity  was  to  be  taken  to  fecurc  reparation  and  indemity  for 
the  outrages  whidi   had   been   committed  by  the  perfidious  repub- 
licans.    Hence  the  propriety  of  having  a  force  in  the  Weft  Indies, 
which,  in  itfelf,  could  not  have  been  of  material  confequencc  on  the 
continent  of  Europe,  but,  which  adling  in  tl^iat  diftant  quarter,  might 
fecure  to  us  the  grcateft  probable  advantages.     Good  policy  led  us  to 
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ibrm  ei^agernents  with  the  propriecors  of  the  French  Weft  India 
iilands,  and  good  futh  demanded,  that  we  ihould»  to  the  utmoft,  pro- 
tect thoTe,  who  were  willing  to  become  the  fubjects  of  Great  Britain. 
The  prcfcnt  diabolical  fydem  of  France,  which  has  brought  that  vict« 
ous  people,  not  only  to  act  againft  their  own  happinefs  at  home,  buc 
induced  them  to  plan  an  equal  mifery  for  their  neighbours,  led  them 
ti>  die  fcheme  of  fending  blacks  as  emiifaries,  to  feduce  the  flaves  in 
our  iflands,  and  to  excite  them  to  the  fame  enormities,  which  have 
been  committed  at  St.  Domingo.  To  whatever  lengths  then  the 
aninndveriions  of  oppolition,  on  the  conduct  of  minifters  might  go» 
he  hoped  they  would  rcfrainthcir  criticifms  on  our  civil  and  militafjr 
officers  abroad,  fince,  by  their  vigilance  and  activity  in  the  Weft  In- 
dies, not  only  the  tranquillity  of  our  own  iilands  had  been  fecured, 
but  protcctian  given  to  the  diftrcftcd  inhabitants  of  the  French  iflands; 
and  fince,  in  the  Eaft  Indies,  not  a  fingte  pofleflion  of  our  enemyi  he 
trjflcd,  by  this  time,  had  been  left  in  their  poM^er. 

Taking  then  a  general  view  of  the  whole  fubject,  and  adverting  to 
the  agreflion  of  the  enemy,  and  to  the  importance  of  preferving  the 
coniHtution,  and  dependencies  of  the  empire,  he  concluded,  that 
more  had  been  done,  in  the  way  of  jireparation  as  well  as  of  the  ac* 
tual  fcrvicc,  in  the  firft  year  of  this,  than  in  the  firft  year  of  any 
former  war.  **  If  ever  there  was  a  motive  to  exertion  and  to  duty^ 
"  it  was  upon  the  prefent  occafioa;  fmce,  upon  the  iftue  of  the 
"  ftrugglc  into  which  we  have  been  compelled  to  enter,  every  thing 
"  that  is  valuable  to  us,  as  individuals,  or  as  a  nation,  depends." 

Mr.  FOX.  Notwithftanding  the  latenefs  of  flic  hour,  I  feel  it 
incambent  upon  me  to  trefpafs  upon  the  attention  of  the  Houfe,  by 
ddivcring  my  fentimcnts  at  full  length  upon  a  queftion  in  itfelf  of 
thchigheft  importance,  and  which,  by  the  advocates  for  the  profccu- 
tioQ  of  the  war,  has  been  treated  in  the  nK:>ft  confufcd  and  compli* 
catcd  manner.  In  the  courfe  of  what  I  have  to  offer,  I  fhall  endea- 
vour, if  poffible,  to  diflipate  the  mi  ft,  in  which  die  fubjed  has  been 
t>  ftudioufty  involved,  and  to  call  your  attention  to  what  is  the  real 
ftrtc  of  the  queftion.  I  ftiall  once  more  endeavour  to  obtain  an  ex- 
I^idt  declaration  of  what  is  the  objedl  for  which  we  are  engaged  in 
Ai$  war,  that  the  poc^le  of  this  country  may  no  longer  be  the  dupes 
<>f  artifice  and  deludon,  and  be  made  to  believe  that  they  are  expend- 
ing their  money  and  their  bl(X)d  for  one  purpofe,  while  in  faft  they 
*rc  called  upon  to  do  fo  for  another. 

I  hope  that  a  noble  Lord  (Mornington),  wlio  fpoke  early  in  the 
ddntc,  will  not  deem  mc  guilty  of  any  incivility  to  him,  if 
I  %,  that  on  this  point,  the  laft  few  fentences  of  his  fpeech, 
long  and  eloquent  as  it  was,  were  much  more  to  tlie  purpofe^  and  af- 
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forded  more  valuable  information,   than  all  the  reft.     The  noble 
Lord  has,  in  very  explicit  t^rms,  declared,  That  while  the  pre/en/^    or 
eny  other  yacobin  Gauerrtment  exijis  in  France ^   no  propcjitiims  for  prac^ 
can  he  made  or  received  ky  us.     Such  arc  his  remarkable  words,  fix)m 
which  we  are  now,  for  the  firft  time,  to  learn,  that  while  the  prc- 
fent  government  e'xifts  in  France  peace  is  impoflible.     Had  thefe 
words  been  uttered  laft  year,  thcv  would  have  refcucd  the  nation  from 
the  degrading  fituation  of  having  been  drawn  into  the  conteft  ftcp  by 
ftep,  of  having  been  feduced  by  the  arts  of  invedtive  and  delufion, 
amd  of  having  placed  their  confidence  in  men  who  did   not  blufh    to 
difguife  the  real  motives  of  their  conduft,  and  to  difclofe  only  Tuch 
£dfc  pretexts  as  might  tend  to  deceive  and  to  miflcad.     We  are  thus 
at  once  to  be  betrayed  and  infulted,  and  after  having  been  drawn  into 
the  war  by  artifice,  are  to  be  told  that  we  muft  pcrfift  in  it  from  ne- 
ceffitj\     After  having  been  made  the  dupes  of  falfe  pretences,  we  are 
to  be  told  that  we  are  pledged  to  what  thofe  who  have  deceived    us 
chufc  to  lay  down  as  principles,  that  we  have  now  gone  too   far    to 
recede,  and  that  we  muft  continue  to  carry  on  war  becaufe  it  is  im- 
pcrfTible  to  make  peace.     Such  is  the  fituation  in  which  we  arc  placed. 
But  let  us  look  to  the  conduft  and  declarations  of  minifters  laft  year. 
The  Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer,  in  the  debates  of  laft  feflion,  al- 
though he  deprecated  the  continuance  of  a  Jacotiin  Government,    yet 
faid,  that  he  would  not  confider  that  as  a  bar  to  a  negociation,  pro- 
vided the  objedts  then  held  out,  viz.   the  fafety  of  Holland,  and  the 
exclufive  navigation  of  the  Scheldt,  could  be  fccured.     He  went  far- 
ther ;  he  illuftrated  his  do<3rine  by  his  pradlice  ;  he  aftually  opened 
a  negociation  with  perfons  holding  their  powers  from  the  then  Jaco- 
bin Government  of  France.     What  then  became  of  the  argument, 
that  there  could  be  no  fafety  for  neighbouring  ftates,   no  fecurit)'  for 
the  obfervance  of  any  treaty,  while  fuch  Govcrnmert  was  permitted 
to  fubfift  ?•  Minifters  had  treated  both  with  General  Dumourier,  and 
with  M.  Chauvclin,  and  if  in  confequence  of  fuch  negotiations,  peace 
had  then  been  preferved,  what  muft  now  have  become  of  that  reafoning 
which  is  fo  ftudioufly  brought  forward  to  fliow  that  peace  is  impofli- 
blei  and  which  muft  have  applied  with  equal  force  at  that  time  as  in 
rile  prefent  moment.     But  I  (hall  perhaps  be  told  that  the  appearance 
of  negotiation  was  merely  fallacious,  that  its  objeft  was  not  to  prefervc 
peace,  but  more  eafily  to  delude  the  people  of  England  into  a  war.      I 
(hall  be  told  that  the  prefervation  of  peace  was  neitlicr  expefled  nof 
intended  by  Minifters  as  the  refult  of  their  negotiations ;  and  indeed  in 
order  to  be  convinced  of  this  it  is  only  ncceffary  to  look  to  the  man- 
ner in  which  thefe  negotiations  were  conduftcd.     The  means  which 
Acy  employed  will  bcft  prove  how  far  they  were'  (incere  with  rcfpcct 
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ifl  Ac  end  whidi  they  profefled  to  have  in  view.  Did  not  that  in- 
foking  and  haughty  correfpondence  of  Lord  Grcnvillc  with  M.  Chau- 
vdin  prove  to  the  world  that  ,thc  Bricifh  Government  had  no  wi(h  to 
prefervc  peace  ?  Did  it  not  prove  that  they  had  only  begun  a  negotia^ 
tion  which  they  had  no  intention  to  perfc^,  that  they  were  only  feek- 
ii^  for  |»etences  to  reconcile  the  minds  of  the  people  to  a  war  in 
wMdi  they  had  prcvioufly  determined  to  embark  ?  It  now  ap- 
pear that  while  Acy  ^«rerc  fo  anxious  to  put  the  war  upon  the  foot- 
ing of  protcdHng  an  ally,  their  objeft  in  reality  was  the  fubvcrfion  of 
the  rulii^  power  in  France.  Such  were  the  arts  by  which  they  de- 
luded this  country  into  a  ruinous  war  ;  fuch  the  falfe  pretences  which 
they  fct  up  in  order  to  draw  money  from  the  pockets  of  the  people  for 
pwrpofes  in  which  they  might  otherwife  not  have  been  difpofed  to 
concur;  and  fuch  the  means  which  they  employed  to  bring  about  a 
wr  which  they  affirmed  to  be  ftriftly  dcfenfivc  in  its  objcdt. 

Again  I  will  aflc  the  queftion,  though  I  muft  own  I  fhudder  to  hear 
the  melancholy  information ;  but  if  it  is  fo,  if  the  fatal  die  is  caft,  let 
not  the  country  be  left  ignorant  of  its  real  fituation ;  let  it  be  unequi-^ 
vocally  told,  that  we  are  engaged  in  a  w^ar,  which  can  have  no  termi- 
nation till  we   have  exterminated  French  Jacobinifm,  or  in  other 
words,  till  we  have  conquered  France.    Is  it  at  laft  decided,  that  in  the 
pcfumpdon-of  certain  theories  of  our  own,  we  are  to  flake  the  wealthy 
the  commerce,  and  the  conftitution  of  Great  Britain,  on  the  probabi- 
lity of  compelling  the  French  to  renounce  certain  opinions,  for  which 
wc  have  already  feen  that  they  are  refolved  to  contend  to  the  laft  ex- 
tremity, and  even  prepared  if  it  (hall  be  neceffary  to  facrifice  their 
Uves.     If  fuch  is  the  cafe,  dreadful  indeed  is  our  lituation  ;  but  let 
w  at  leaft  be  apprized  of  our  danger.     And  fuch  indeed  muft  be  the 
crfc,  if  the  majority  of  this  Houfe  have  come  over  to  that  fyftem  of 
<^nninzdon  which  laft  year  was  fupported  only  by  a  few  individuals^ 
athntcd  by  that  fanguinary  fpirit  wliich  is  the  confequence  of  excef- 
fivc  alarm,  and  which  at  that  time,  Miniftcrs,  from  motives  of  po- 
licy, thought  proper  folemnly  to  difavow. 

I  admire  the  eloquence  of  the  noble  Lord's  peroration,  but  I  muft 
^n  that  I  heard  it  with  much  lefs  fatisfaftion,  as  I  could  perceive  it 
not  to  be  altogether  new  ;  and  that  the  mapner  of  it  had  been  exadlly 
borrowed  from  a  late  produ£lion  of  Roberfpierre.  And  I  cani^ot  help 
remarking,  that  firom  a  fort  of  fatality,  thofe  who  profefs  the  moft 
▼idcnt  deteftation  for  the  principles  and  modes  of  expreflion  adopted 
by  the  French,  are  continually  copying  them  in  their  fentimenti  and 
language.  The  noble  Lord  aiked,  what  dependence  could  be  had  up- 
on the  religion  of  Roberfpierre,  the  fidelity  of  Cambon,  the  modera- 
tion of  Danton  ?  The  ariwer  of  the  French  Convention  to  hh  Ma- 
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jefty's  Declaration  appeared  in  terms  not  decent  to  be  mentioned  in 
that  Houfe,  to  the  wifdom  of  one  Monarch,  the  good  faith  of  anodicry 
and  the  ch^ftity  of  a  third.  My  honourable  friend  (Mr.  Windhain) 
in  attempting  to  prove,  that  the  origin  of  the  war  was  not  imputable 
to  this  country,  treated  the  eftablifhed  dodrines  of  the  law  of  nations 
with  as  little  refped  as  M.  Genet,  the  French  Minifter  to  the  United 
States  of  America.  My  honourable  friend  faid,  "  that  no  dependance 
could  be  placed  upon  the  authority  of  Vatel,  with  refpeft  to  the 
queflion  of  ^n  interference  in  the  internal  afiairs  of  odicr  nations, 
and  that  arguments  might  be  drawn  from  his  work  favourable  to 
either  fide.  He  contended,  that  there  might  exift  circumftanccs  of 
fuch  a  peculiar  nature,  as  to  fuperfede  authority,  and  preclude  the  ap> 
plication  of  cflablifhed  principles."  Exactly  in  the  fame  manner  rea- 
foned  M.  Genet ;  "  I  will  throw  Vatel  and  Grotius  into  the  fca, 
faid  that  Minifter,  wherever  their  principles  interfere  with  my  notions 
of  the  rights  of  nations."  Juft  fo,  my  honourable  friend  fccms  dif- 
pofed  to  treat  them  wherever  they  controvert  his  ideas  of  thofe  prin- 
ciples which  ought  to  regulate  our  conduft  in  the  prcfent  monncnt. 
Thus  both,  in  order  to  fuit  their  own  convenience  in  departing  frora 
the  eftabliflied  ftandard,  give  their  fanftion  to  a  new  code  of  nations. 
I  however,  more  inclined  as  I  am  to  adhere  to  the  ancient  ftandard, 
and  to  follow  experienced  rules  of  judging  and  of  fpeaking,  hold  the 
opinions  of  eminent  and  learned  men,  difpaffionately  given  on  fub- 
je6ls  which  they  have  accurately  ftudied,  to  be  of  confiderable  im- 
portance. I  confider  thofe  opinions  formed  in  circumftances  the  mod: 
favourable  to  the  difcovery  of  truth,  the  refult  of  unbiaffed  inquiry  and 
minute  inveftigation,  as  entitled  to  great  weight  in  regulating  the  con- 
dud  of  nations.  Thofe  writers  in  laying  down  their  maxims,  were 
not  diftraftcd  by  local  prejudices,  or  by  partial  interefts  ;  they  reafoncd 
upon  great  principles,  and  from  a  wide  furvey  of  the  ftate  of  nations,  and 
from  comparing  the  refult  of  their  own  reflexions  with  the  leflbns 
taught  them  by  the  experience  of  former  ages,  they  conftrudled  that 
fyftcm,  which  they  conceived  to  be  of  moft  extenfive  utility,  and  uni- 
verfal  application.  From  the  fyftem  of  fuch  men  I  fhould  be  cautious 
to  deviate.  Vatel,  than  whom  I  know  of  no  man  more  eminently 
learned  in  the  fcience  on  which  he  has  written,  has  laid  it  down  as  a 
principle,  that  every  nation  has  an  undoubted  right  to  regulate  its  ow^n 
Government.  He  was  not  a  perfon  who,  like  the  French,  or  liki; 
fome  other  gentlemen,  who  though  they  profcfs  to  abhor  their  princi- 
ples^ imitate  them  in  their  mode  of  reafoning,  addided  to  ftate  all 
cafes  in  the  extFcme. 

He  has  ddivercd  it  as  his  calm  and  deliberate  opinion,  that  **  there 
exifted  in  every  ftate  an  inherent  right  to  choofe  its  own  form  of  govcrii- 
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incnt."  Upon  this  authority  I  laftfeflion  reprobatedthcconduftof Auftria 
and  Pniflia,  in  attacking  the   French,  for  no  reafon  but  becaufe  they 
were  attempting  to  r^ulate  their  internal  government.  The  condudt  of 
thofe  powers  has,   I  fear,  been  more  fatal  to  the  political  morality  of 
Europe,  dian  any  thing  which  the  French  have  yet  done.     It  is  true, 
as  my  honourable  friend  (Mr.  Sheridan)  has  ftatcd,  that  the  French 
arc  not  alone  chargeable  with  thofe  crimes  and  calamhie^,  which  wc 
have  beheld  follow  one  anotlier  in  fuch  rapid  fucceffion.     To  them 
alone  is  not  to  be  imputed  that  fcene  of  carnagp  which  has  defolated 
th«  nations  of  Europe.     Thofe  who  have  been  moft  forward  to  bring 
^dnft  them  the  charge  of  cruelty,  are  themfclves  the  accomplices  of 
ihdr  crimes.      I  am  not  apt  to  think  that  war  in  General  has  a  tendency 
to  make  men  more  favage  than  they  were  bcfonb  ; ,  yet  I  muft  confefs, 
that  I  regarded  the  manifcft©  of  the  Duke  of  Brunfwick,  upon  its  firft 
appearance,  as  the  (ignal  for  carnage  and  general  war.     I  am  no  advo* 
catc  for  French  cruelties ;  but  to  the  fpirit  breathed,  and  flic  declara- 
tions contained,  in  that  manifefto,  I  can  trace  much  of  that  fcene  of 
bnorand  bloodfhcd  which  has  followed.     For  carnage,  by  whomfo- 
cvcr  committed,  I  never  can  be  the  apologift  ;  fuch  a  tafk  is  equally 
repi^nant  to  my  judgement  and  feelings,  and  therefore  have  I  been 
Yimous  to  keep  myfclf  clear  of  all  concern  in  meafures  which  have 
tended  to  lead  to  it,  and  to  enter  my  folemn  proteft  againft  thofe  fteps 
which  I  faw  likely  flill  fiirther  to  increafe  the  effufion  of  human  blood. 
It  is  fome  fatisfac^ion  to  me  to  refled^,  that  I  had  no  (hare  in  that  fyf- 
tem  of  policy,  which,  in  whatever  motives  it  might  originate,  has  in 
its  confequences  been  productive  of  fo  many  atrocities  and  crimes. 
Poftcrity,  feeling  a  juft  abhorrence  for  thofe  cruelties  which  have  dif- 
paccd  the  prefent  age,  will  be  better  able  to  inveftigate  their  caufes, 
and  to  difcriminate  their  authors.     They  will  look  farther,  perhaps, 
Aan  to  the  fanguinaiy  temper  of  a  people  who  were  feeking  to  cftabliflt' 
their  freedom  ;  for  the  love  of  liberty  is  not  neceffarily  connefted  with 
a  thirft  fot  blood.     They  will  endeavour  to  difcover  by  what  means 
tofiinguinary  temper  was  produced  ;  they  will  inquire  if  there  was 
no  fyftcm  of  profcription  eftabliihed  againft  that  people  ;   if  there  was 
no  combination  formed,  in  order  to  deprive  them  of  their  freedom  ? 
Thofe  who  were  concerned  in  framing  the  infamous  manifeftos  of  the 
Duke  of  Bnmfwick,  thofe  who  negociated  the  treatj'  of  Pilnitx,  the 
impartul  voice  of  poftcrity  will  pronounce  to  have  been  the  principal 
authoR  of  all  thofe  enormities  wliich  have  affliftcd  humanity,  and  de- 
folated Europe.     If  this  country  has  had  any  fliare  in  acceding  to  that 
^teflablc  treaty  of  Pilnitz,  (he  will  not  be  acquitted  of  her  fhare  of 
*e  guilt.     To  that  treaty  I  afcribe  the  origin  of  the  war,  and  all  the 
fuWqucnt  calamities.     Can  it  be  pretended,   as  has  been  affcrtcd, 
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^t  France  has  been  in  all  cafes  the  aggreffin:^  Was  fhe  At-i 
with  rcfped  to  Pruffia  ?  The  proof  was  obvious.  We  had  a  treaty  • 
of  allliance  with  Pruffia,  by  which  we  were  bound  to  fumiih  certaix^i 
fuccours  if  Pruflia  fliould  be  attacked.  Were  wc  called  upon  for  thole: 
fuccours  i  No  fuch  thing.  Sufficient  evidence  that  Pruffia  did  noti 
confidcr  the  war  with  France  as  a  war  of  defence,  but  a  war  of 
greffion,  voluntarily  undertaken.  Whether  wc  or  the  French 
originally  the  aggrelTorSy  made  no  great  diSerence  now.  This  mucli. 
we  know,  that  they  offi^red  to  negociate,  and  that  all  their  propofals; 
were  treated  with  difdain  and  haughtinefs,  which  could  not  fsd\  to 
render  peace  impoffible.  Roberfpierre,  that  great  authority,  whoin 
the  advocates  for  the  war  never  failed  to  quote  when  they  found  hiin 
on  their  iide>  accufes  BriiTot  of  having  involved  France  in  the  -yrskr 
with  this  country.  On  the  ftrcngth  of  Roberfpierre's  impartial  judge- 
ment in  the  cafe  were  MiniAers  exculpated  from  the  chaigp  of  having 
caufcd  the  war  ? 

Such  arc  the  authorities  which  their  friends  bring  forward  in  their 
vindication,  and  fuch  the  arguments  by  which  they  attempt  to  defend 
their  condu£t.     Upon  the  fubjeA  of  aAs  of  aggreffion,  previous  to  the 
war,  this  difference  fubfiiled  between  France  and  Great  Britain  ; 
France  was  :ilways  ready  to  negociate  ;  the  Britifh  Government  inx'a- 
riably  refufed.     France  cxprefTcd  the  (hrongeft   diffike  to  war,     and 
feemed  anxious  to  take  every  ftep  to  avoid  it ;  the  Bndfh  Govern* 
ment  (hewed  iK>t  only  an  inclination  for  war,  but  employed  every 
meafure  that  could  tend  to  inflame  and  provoke  hofUtities.     From  the 
very  circumflance  tliat  Roberfpierrc  attached  it  as  a  crime  to  BriiTor, 
that  he  Was  the  author  of  the  war,  I  draw  a  very  different  conclufion 
from  what  has  been  attempted  to  be  impreifed  upon  this  Houfe.       It 
fhews,  that  even  the  moft  violent  party  in  France  were  avcrfe  to  a  war 
with  this  country.     And  in  the  charge  brought  againft  Briflfot,   I  cer- 
tainly coincide  with  Roberfpierrc.     Whatever  might  have  been  the 
views,  or  the  conduct  of  the  Britifh  Miniftry,  he,  as  a  wife  ftatcf- 
man,  ought  certainly  not  to  have  induced  France  to  declare  againft 
this  country  till  the  laft  moment.     I  dearly  think  tliat  war  might 
have  been  avoided.     Such  was   the  opinion  which  I  exprefled  laft 
year,  contrary  to  the  fenfe  of  the  Majority  of  this  Houfe,  contrary'  to 
the  voice  of  the  nation   at  large ;    and  contrary  to  the  fentimcnts 
of  thofe  friends  whom  I   moft  highly  valued.    Such  was  the  opi- 
nion which  I  fupported,  at  the  price  of  any  political  confequencc  I 
might  poftcfs  in  this  Houfe  ;  at  the  price  of  the  popularity  which  I 
enjoyed  abroad  ;  and  at  the  price  of  what  was  ftill  more  dear  to  me, 
the  friendfliip  of  thofe  widi  whom  I   was  moft  clofdy  conne^lcd. 
However  |)ainfi^l  tlie  facrifices  might  be  to  mc,  which  I   was  then 
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obliged  to  make,  I  repent  not  of  what  I  then  did  ;  on  mature  reflec-^ 
tion,  I  find  as  much  folid  fatisfaction  fix>m  the  advice  I  then  gave, 
and  60m.  the  conduct  I  then  |>urfu6d|  as  it  is  poflTible  ;o  derive  from 
the  Gonfcloufnefs  that  they  were  precifely  fuch  as  rhcy  oight  to  have 
been.    Had  that  advice  been  taken,  it  might  have  faved,  perhaps,  from 
(laughter  one  million  of  men:     But  the  origin  of  the  war  is  nc^w  a 
matter  of  feoondary  conlideration.     The  firft  quef^ion  is,  how  oan  it 
be  moft  fpeedily  concluded  ?    My  opinion  ftill  is,  that  wc  ought  to 
tieat  with  the  prefent,  or  with  any  other  Government  to  which  the 
grefent  may  give  rife  in  France ;  while  others  contend,  and  an  awful 
coniideration  indeed  it  is,  that  no  treaty  with  any  modification  of  Ja- 
ooUn  government  can  be  fecure.     In  dtfcufling  this  queftion,  it 
is  my  wilh^  if  pofTible,  to  reconcile  both  fides  of  the  Houfe.     A  defire 
has  been  univerfally  cxpreiTcd,  that  an  honourable  and  fecure  peace 
fliould  be  efiablilhed ;  fuch  alfo  is  my  defire ;  and  if  peace  cannot  be  con- 
cluded on  fuch  terms,   I  mud.  then  grant  that  the  war  ought  to  be  car« 
fied  on.     But  it  remains  to  be  proved  that  fuch  a  peace  cannot  arpre- 
lent  be  obtained  ;  if  I  (hall  be  able  to  (how  that  it  can,  I  (hall  then 
have  e(labli(hed  my  principle,  that  we  ought  to  treat  with  the  Jacobin 
Government  of  France.     The  queftion  of  fecurity  I  (hall  now  exa- 
mine,  confidering  an  attempt  to  negociate  in  the  only  two  points  of 
>iew  under  which,  as  appears  to  me,  it  can  pofiibly  fall.     My  own 
opimon,  or  rather  conje<£hire,  is,  that.peace  may  be  obtained.     But 
however  well  or  ill-founded  this  opinion  may  be,  we  are  to  confider 
firfty  whether  fuch  a  peace  as  niay  be  fuppofed  attainable,  is  fo  defir- 
:d>le  as  to  induce  us  to  negociate  ;  and  next,  whether  a  failure  in  the  ne- 
gociation  will  be  attended  with  fuch  dangerous  confequences  as  ought 
to  induce  us  not  to  hazard  the  attempt. 

However  we  may  abhor  the  conduct  of  Frenchmen  towards  French- 
men, whatever  indignation  w&feel  againft  crimes  from  which  huma* 
nity  {brinks  aghaft,  hatred  of  vice  is  no  juft  caufe  of  war  between  na* 
tions.  If  it  were,  good  God !  with  which  of  thofe  with  whom  we 
arc  now  combined  againfl  France  (hould  we*  be  at  peace  ?  We,  proud 
of  our  own  freedom,  had  long  been  accuAo'mcd  to  treat  defpotic  Go« 
Ycmments  with  contempt,  and  to  mark  the  vices  of  defpots  with  vigi» 
lant  fenfibility.  Of  late,  however,  our  refentment  has  been  moft 
readily  excited  by  the  abufes  of  liberty  ;  and  our  hatred  of  vice  is  very 
diiTercnt  on  different  fides.  In  France  an  old  defpotifm  is  overturned, 
and  an  attempt  made  to  introduce  a  free  government  in  its  room.  In 
that  attempt  great  crimes  arc  committed,  and  language  is  vanfacked^ 
and  declamation  exhauAed  to  raife  our  indignation,  and  excite  us  to 
war  againft  the  whole  people.  In  Poland,  liberty  is  fub verted  ;  that 
fajr  porti(Hi  of  the  creation  fcized  by  the  relcntlcfs  fangs  of  defpotifm  \ 
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the  wretched  inhabitants  reduced  to  the -fame  Htuation  with  the  other 
flavcs  of  their  new  maftcrs,  and  in  order  to  add  infult  to  cruelty,    en- 
joined to  fing  Te  Deum  for  the  bleflings  thus  conferred  upon  them  ; 
and  what  docs  all  this  produce?     Sometimes  a  well-turned  fentcnce 
to  exprefs  our  forrow,  or  mark  our  difapprobadon.     But  hatred  of 
vice  is  no  juft  caufe  of  war,  nor  ever  was  among  nati<>ns  ;  and  vrhen 
I  hear  men  declaim  on  the  crimes  of  France,  wiio  know  how  to  rea- 
fon  as  Aatefmen,  I  cannot  but  fufpeft  that  they  mean  to  deceive,   and 
not  to  convince.     But  can  a  fccure  peace  be  made  ?     The  qucftion 
is,   I  confefe,  very  difficult.     On  the  one  hand  abftrad  confideration 
muft  be  avoided  ;  on  the  other,  experience  and  precedent  attended  to 
as  much  as  poflible.     **  Do  I  think,'*  that  a  peace,  concluded  with 
fuch  a  government,  would  be  fecurc  ?     Perhaps  I  do  not  think   it 
would  be  as  fccure  as  I  could  wi(h  for  the  permanent  intercft  of  this 
country  ;  but  I  defire  the  Houfc  to  recolleft  what  has  been  the  nature 
of  almofl  every  peace  that  has  been  made  in  Europe.     From  a  retrof- 
pe<9:  to  the  circumftances  in  which  former  treaticis  were  ratified,  it  will 
appear  that  it  will  be  as  fecurc  as  any  pc^ce  that  has  been  made  with 
France  at  any  other  time,  and  more  fo  than  any  that  they,   who 
would  make  no  peace  without  the  reftoration  of  the  monarchy,  could 
ever  cxpc<3:  to  make.     The  prefcnt  rulers  of  France  have  declared 
themfclves  our  natural  enemies ;  they  ha^  contrived  fchemes,  and 
fent  emiiTaries  to  overturn  our  Conftitution.     Had  not  all  this  been 
conilantly  done  by  Louis  XI V.  ?     Was  he  not  the  declared  enemy  of 
our  revolution  ?     Did  he  not  keep  up  a  correfpondence  with  the  Jaco- 
bite party  among  us ;  and  endeavour,  by  force  and  artifice,  to  over- 
turn our  eftabliftiment  in  Church  and  State  ?     Had  our  new-fangled 
politicians  lived  in  thofe  times,  they  would  have  faid,  before  the  peace 
ofRyfwick,    "  What!  treat  with  Louis  XIV.  who  has  made  war 
upon  you  unjuftly,  who  has  fomented  trcafon.and  rebellion,  who  has 
attempted  to  dedroy  all  diat  you  hold  facred,  and  inftead  of  a  limited 
monarchy,  and  the  Proteftant  religion,  impofe  upon  you  the  fetters  of 
defpotifm  and  popery  ?"     Such  muft  then  have  been  their  language  ; 
iut  King  William  and  his  Minifters  would  have  thought  thofe »who 
held  it  fitter  for  Bedlam  than  a  Cabinet.     But  the  Jacobins  have 
threatened  to  over-run  Holland,  and  extend  their  conquefts  to  the 
Rhine.      Did  not  Louis  XIV.  invade  Holland  ?     Were  his  projc<5ts 
of  conqueft  fo  moderate  as  to  be  confined  within  the  Rhine  ?     The 
whole  argument  then  comes  to  this,  that  you  muft  be  fatisfied  with  the 
bcftfecurity  you  canget,  taking  care  that  the  power  with  wliom  you  make  a 
peace,  (hall  have  no  temptation  to  break  it,  cither  from  your  mifcondud  or 
want  of  vigilance.     The  beft  fecurity  for  Holland  is,  the  Emperor's 
pbflcfiion  of  the  Netherlands,  and  repairing  the  fortifications  of  the 


A.  1794*  DEBATES.  159 


barrier    towns,    which  he  is  bound  by  treaty  to  maintain.—— 

Whether  the  Emperor  (hall  be  obliged  to  do  this  at  his  own  expence 

ot  whether  Holland  and  Great  Britain  (hall  affift  him,  is  future  mat- 

tcr  of  difcuffion;  certain  it  is,  however,  that  it  will  coll  us  much  lefs 

ihan  another  campaign.     If  we  look  at  the  declaration  to  the  people  of 

France,  the  firft  idea  prefented  by  it,  although  afterwards  fomcwhat 

modified,  but  again  confirmed  by  the  declaration  at  Toulon,  is,  that 

the  reft<Hation  of  monarchy  mud  be  the  preliminary  to  peace.     Now 

fuppofe  that  inftead  of  the  Jacobin  .Republic,  fome  ftable  form  of  Go- 

vcnuncnt,  but  not  a  monarchy,  fbould  be  eftablifhed,  with  which  we 

mi^tt  think  it  fafc  or  ncceffary  to  treat,  what  would  become  of  our 

promifes  to  Louis  XVII.  and  tlie  people  of  Toulon?     Then  as  to 

our  fccurity,  according  to  the  declaration,  as  foon  as  the  French  have 

a  King  we  will  ccafe  to  make  war  upon  them,  and  then  they  may  fct 

about  RKxlifications  of  their  monarchy.     But  how  are  thefe  to  be  made? 

Not  certsdnly  with  a  guard  of  German  troops  furrounding  the  hall 

where  thofe  who  are  to  make  them,  are  alTembled.     France  will  then 

be  left  in  precifely  the  fame'fituation  as  in  1 789,  from  which  flowed 

all  the  mifchiefs  that  are  now  faid  to  render  it  impofTible  for  us  to  treat 

with  them.      Such  is  the  notable  fecurity  which  the  Minlftcr  propofes 

to  obtain. 

The  Miniftcr  alfo  promifed  at  Toulon,  or  thofe  whom  he  em* 
ployed  promifed  for  him,  to  reftore  the  conftitution  of  1789,  and  it 
was  in  fa«Sl  reftored  th^re.  Louis  XVI I.  was  not  ftylcd  King  of 
France  and  Navan-e,  &c.  but  King  of  the  French,  and  all  the  au- 
thorities appointed  by  the  conftitution  of  1 7  8  9  were  re-eftabli(hed. 
How  did  this  agree  with  the  condud  of  our  allies  ?  While  we  were  in 
pofleflion  of  Toulon,  General  Wurmfer  entered  Alface,  where  he 
ilfucd  a  proclamation,  difmifTing  all  perfons  appointed  to  ofHccs  under 
the  conftitution  of  1789,  and  reftdring  till  farther  orders  the  ancient 
fyftem,  which  we  are  apt  to  call  defpotic.  I  will  fuppofe  a  thing,  too 
abfurd  to  be  fuppofed,  but  merely  for  tlie  fake  of  aigument,  viz.  that 
France  is  brought  to  fubmit  to  whatever  we  chufe  to  propofc.  Muft 
fbe  have  a  King  ?  She  confents.  Muft  that  King  be  Louis  X  VII.  ? 
She  confents.  What  in  this  cafe  will  be  our  fecurity  ?  Do  Minifters 
mean  to  reftore  to  France  all  they  may  take  in  die  courfc  of  reducing 
her  to  this  fubmiftion  ?  Do  you  mean  tlien  to  reftore  Valenciennes, 
Conde,  Quefnoy,  and  St.  Domingo  ?  No ;  the  Secretary  of  State 
lays  not ;  he  declares  that  you  muft  have  an  indemnification  for  the 
expence  of  your  fervices  in  the  war.  Admitting  that  Louis  XVIL 
wfll  in  that  cafe  have  a  proper  fenfe  of  gratitude  ;  and  that  gradtude 
in  Kings  is  ftronger  than  in  other  men,  a  pofition,  however,  rather 
doubted  j  for  although  "  as  rich  as  a  King,"  "  as  happy  as  a  King,' 
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ahd  many  more  expreflTion^  of  the  fame  fort,  are  common  fayii^s^ 
the  breads  of  Kings  have  not  alwaj's  been  eonfidered  as  the  depofitories 
of  gratitude.  The  phrafe  of  the  gratitude  of  Kings,  remains  yet  td 
be^introduced  into  fome  new  colleftion  of  political  proverbs.  Yet 
fuppofing  that  Louis  XVIL  vrould  be  as  grateful  as  this  country  could! 
defire,  yet  as  Monarchs  muft  be  fubjcdl  to  the  voice  of  the  People^ 
what,  as  Frenchmen,  would  their  voice  be  ?  They  would  exclaiin , 
**  that  France  was  deprived  of  her  former  pofieflions,  that  {he  was 
ihorn  of  her  ancient  luftre,  and  that  no  fair  occafion  Ihould  be  loft  of 
regaining  what  had  been  ravifhed  from  her  ;"  and  thus  France  would 
fcize  the  firft  opportunity  of  attacking  us,  when  we  might  poflibly  have 
no  ally  but  Holland,  and  when  Pruffia  or  Auftria  might  be  leagued 
trith  France. 

Will  any  man  fay  that  this  is  not  the  probable  courfe  of  events  ? 
Unlcfs,  indeed,  it  can  be  (hewn  that  Princes  are  more   honeft  and 
true  to  their  engagements  than  any  other  men  ;  but  from  what  hiftorv 
this  obfervation  is  to  be  collefted,   I  am  yet  to  learn.      I  know  indeed 
that  there  are  certain  high   ftoical  fentiments,  fuch  as  "  We  kno^w 
what  becomes  us  to  do,  and  in  that  line  of  condudl  which  duty  pre- 
fcribcs  we  are  determined  to  perfevere,  be  the  confequences  what  they 
may."     On  fuch  fentiments  men  may  aft,  if  they  pleafe,  for  them- 
felves,  but  can  have  no  right  to  aft  fo  for  their  conftituents,  whofc 
interefts  they  are  always  bound  in  the  firft  inftance  to  confult.      Arc 
gentlemen  ready  then  to  fay  with  Demofthcnes,  that  fenfible  of  all  the 
calamities  which  muft  refult  from  their  adherence  to  their  prcfent  line 
of  .conduft,  they  are  neverthelefs*  determined  to  perfift,  and  to  brave 
thofe  calamities  with  their  eyes  open  ?  There  arc  caufes,  indeed,  which 
dignify  fuffering ;  there  arc  fome  occalions  on  which^  though  it  is  im- 
poflible  to  fucceed,  it  is  glorious  even  to  fail ;   but  ftiall  wc  cxpofc 
that  country,  with  whofe  welfare  we  arc  intruftcd,   to  certain  cala- 
mity and  repulfe  ;  and  all  for  what  ?  for  a  ridiculous  crufade  agzdnll 
the  Jacobins ! 

When  I  heard  that  the  fuccefs  of  the  campaign  was  to  be  made 
matter  of  boaft  in  the  King's  fpcech,  I  did  tlunk  it  the  highcft  pitch  of 
effrontery  to  be  found  in  the  annals  of  any  nation.  Little  did  I  ima- 
gine tfiat  His  Majcfty  would  think  it  neccffary  to  recapitulate  from  the 
throne,  all  the  fucceifes  obtained  before  the  rifmg  of  the  laft-fedion  of 
Parliament ;  fucceflfes  of  which  wc  have  been  told  over  and  over.  If, 
however,  thefe  fucceftes  are  to  be  eftimated  from  June,  when  His 
Majefty  laft  addreffed  the  Parliament,  to  what  do  they  amount?  Or 
if,  which  is  indeed  the  only  rational  mode  of  forming  a  judgement  of 
the  future,  the  fituation  of  France  when  firft  attacked  by  Auftria  and 
Pruffia,  be  compared  with  her  prcfent  fituation,  what  is  the  profpcft 
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of  final  fut^ee6  ?  Far  fh)tn  imagining  diat  t  ihould  Kavd  td  contend^ 
that  the  campaign  has  been  neither  fuece&ful  nor  glorious  I  expedled 
to  be  aflced,  When  I  dime  to  talk  of  pc^fiCj  «*  What !  are  you  fo  pufil- 
bnirhou^  as  to  buffer  your  fpirits  tO  be  depreflbd  by  a  few  ukttoward 
circnts?  Will  you  advife  to  degrade  ybur  ciountry  fo  fir  as  to  offi* 
terms  of  peace  now,  which  we  difdaincd  to  offer  in  June>  whfert  ouf 
food  foltune  was  at  its  height  ?  Whert  wc  have  been  repulfcd  tt 
Durtkitk ;  Whert  the  Prince  of  Saxe-Cobouig  hks  been  ttpulfed  si 
Maubcugc;  Whert  We  haVc  beert  driven  frorti  TouloA  in  1  manner  fcJ 
affiiiSif^  If  not  difgraccful ;  When  General  Wurmfer  has  been  routed 
in  Alfacc ;  the  flege  of  Landau  raifcd  ;  artd  the  Duke  of  Brunfwick 
can  fcanrcly  proteft  the  German  cities  ort  the  Rhine,  to  offer  terms  o( 
peace  woold  be  to  fupplicate,  not  to  ncgociate.^* 

Such  an  appeal  to  my  feelings,  for  the  dignity  of  the  eduntlry,  t  rtiuft 
bve  endeavoured  tt)  anfwer  as  well  as  I  could  ;  but  from  diat  tafk  I 
*m  now  Completely  felieved>  by  Minifters  boaftirtg  of  their  vi»5lories* 
If  the  advantages  wc  had  obtained  were  fueh  is  they  reprefented  theiti 
to  be^  we  can  ncgociate  without  dilhonour :  we  Can  affume  the  dig* 
hifkd  chara^fter  of  being  in  a  condition  to  didat^  the  terms  of  peace^ 
and  of  forbearing  to  infill  on  all  thlt  our  fupcriority  entitles  us  to  de^ 
mand.    Hcte  then  is  an  additional  reafon  for  purfulng  die  eourfe  Which 
!  recommends     The  right  honourable  Secretary  (Durtdas)  haS  faid^ 
that  our  objeA  in  the  Weft  Indies  was  to  gain  ibme  folid  sidvantagd 
for  ourfelvesy  as  an  Indemnification  for  the  expenccs  6f  the  Wir* .  This^ 
however,  is  a  perfc6Hy  diftlnft  ObjcS  from  that  of  giving  fuch  a  go- 
Vmiment  to  France^  as  MinlAers  m^y  think  It  &fe  to  treat  with ;  and 
in  many  lefpeds  Cofttradi(ftory  to  the  other,     trt  purfuandc  of  the  ob- 
y&  of  folid  advantage  to  ourfelves,  whatever  iflands  we  took  fot  Louii 
XVII.  we  muft  wilh  to  keep  ;  and  as  we  wiflied  to  keep  the  iflands^ 
tnuft  wiih  that  Louis  XVII.  who  Would  have  a  right  to  demand  them 
t)f  OS,  (hould  not  be  reflored  ;  and  thus  thefe  two  objeAs  run  countef 
to  each  other*     The  right  honourable  Secretary  has  alfo  {aid>  that  i£ 
ire  were  to  make  peace  with  France  on  a  principle  of  uti pqjfidetis^  the 
campaign  would  be  the  moft  advantageous  and  the  moft  glorious  iit 
the  records  of  hiftory.     Advantageous  in  that  point  of  view,  it  cer- 
tainly mig^t  be ;  but  glorious  it  can  hardly  be  calledi  when  It  Is  CoA« 
iidcred  that  we  were  leagued  in  it  with  fo  many  other  powers^  agsdnft 
a  fingje  nation  whofe  force  we  had  formerly  met,  not  ortly  without 
allies,  but  with  thdfe  who  ought  to  have  been  our  allies  rtiarlhalcd 
uukr  the  fhndard  of  our  enemies.     But  tlie  real  objedt  of  the  war  19 
to  deihoy  the  Jacobin  power  irt  France.     Have  we  fuccecded  In  that, 
Ibjed?    It  it  not  dear  to  the  Ippfehexlfion  ^f  every  man  wh6  pofieflet 
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the  fmalleft  degree  of  infonnation,  that  we  are  now  more  diftant  from 
it  than  ever. 

The  right  honourable  Secretary  has  informed  us^  that  Minifler^ 
tavc  been  greatly  embarraflfed,  whether  they  fhoutd  fend  the  forces  at 
their  dlfptjfal  with  Sir  Charles  Grey  to  the  Weft  Ii>dics^  or  with  the 
Earl  of  Moira  to  co-operate  with  the  Royalirts  in  France.  The  an- 
fwcr  is  cAfy.  If  the  war  with  the  pcrfon*  who  now  govent  France  is, 
as  the  friends  of  Miniftcrs  ftate  it  to  be^  ieUum  internecinumi  they 
ought  not  to  have  hefitated  a  moment.  All  expeditions  ought  to  givff 
way  to  that  which  alone  could  moft  matcriaily  promote  their  objc6t  \ 
namely,  the  aid  afforded  to  the  Royalifts,  for  the  purpofc  of  marching 
direiftly  to  Paris,  and  exterminating  that  party,  which  ts  the  obje^  ot 
fuch  deteftation,  that  Miniftcrs  can  alone  be  fatisfied  with  its  utter  ex- 
tirpation.  I  !>ope  that  they  have  not  in  the  prefent  inftanCe,  as  fome^ 
times  happens  to  men  fluctuating  between  two  purpoTcs^  fo  divided 
their  attention  Tjctwecn  the  expeditions,  <  as  to  have  allotted  for  neither 
a  fufficient  force,  and  thus  contrived  to  render  both  ineffectual. 

My  honourable  friend  (Mr.  Windham)  has  ftated,  that  an  idea 
was  laft  fcflion  held  out  to  the  country  that  the  war  would  be  concluded 
in  one  campaign,  and  that  this  unreafonable  expedhition,  artfully  in.-- 
ilillcd  ihto  the  minds  of  the  Public,  is  the  chief,  if  not  the  fole  iburce 
of  afty  difappointiTient,  which  may  be  felt  in  the  prefent  moment.  It 
is  true^  that  I,  and  thofe  who  then  thought  as  I  did,  reprcfented  the 
dangers  to  be  apprehended  from  the  war.  But  I  appeal  to  the  recol- 
lection of  every  man  who  heard  us,  whether  we  ever  faid  that  the  vrar 
was  likely  to  be  terminated  in  one  campaign.  On  the  other  hand, 
was  it  not  infinuated^  if  not  exprefsly  fUted,  in  the  fpeeches  of  thofe 
who  advifed  going  to  war,  that  one  campaign  would  be  fufficient  to 
bring  it  to  a  eonclufioii  ?  Do  not  Miniilers  know  that  the  fame  idea 
has  bcert  -circulated  by  every  minifterial  fcribbler  in  every  mimftcri  J 
newfpap(!T  ?  And  is  it  not  notorious,  that  tliis  deluiion  has  induced 
many  perlbns  to  approve  of  the  war^  who  would  othen^ifc  have  op- 
pofed  it.  My  honourable  (ricnd  has  ridiculed  the  idea  of  the  war  hav- 
ing united  the  French  among  thcmfclves.  He  has  aflced,  whether, 
inftead  of  union,  there  has  not  taken  place  a  conteft  of  two  parties, 
which  has  led  to  a  ferie^  6f  murders  ?  All  this  I  grant  to  be  true  ; 
we  have  .Indeed  beheld  the  moft  fanguinary  fccncs  in  France,  in  con- 
fequence  of  the  contefts  of  jarring  parties ;  the  complete  triumph  uf 
the  prefent  Jacobin  party  has  lately  been  fealed  by  the  blood  of  their 
moft  diftinguiflied  opponents.  But  whatever  may  have  been  the  con- 
tefts  of  parties  in  France,  Qr  whatever  the  confequenccs  to  which  they 
have  led,  I  affirm,  diat  the  war  has  produced  in  that  country  not  enly 
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unkMiy  bat  what  is  (HII  worfe  for  the  allicS|  a  d^ree  of  energy,  which 
It  is  tmpofiible  to  with(bind. 

Let  us  look  to  what  is  the  ihitement  of  h&s,     When  the  fcffion 
clofed  in  June,  there  were  parties  exlfling  in  France  of  equal  ftrcngth. 
The  Oiroqdifts  occupied  Lyons,  Bourdeaux,  and  other  |daccs :  thp 
Rnraliils  poffeflcd  JLa  Vendee  ;  and  the  Convention  had  to  contend 
«ith  Aufhia,  Pruflia,  Ruflia,  Great  Britain,  the  Holy  Roman  Em- 
pire,  Sardinia,  Tufcany,    and  Naples    (Tufcany,  by  the  way,  did 
not  come  under  the  Britiih  wing  fo  willingly  as  the  honourable  Secre- 
tary ailerted).     Yet,  with  thefe  powers  againft  them,  the  Convention 
have  quelled  all  internal  infurrc6Hons,  and  licfidcs  defeated  their  fo- 
reign cnemie^.     Toulon  was  taken  by  the  Britifh,  in  confcquence  of 
certain  conditions  ftipulated  by  the  inhabitants.     And  yet  even  with 
the  certainty  of  the  guillotine  before  dtem,  thefe  inhabitants  were  To 
unwilUng  to  aflift  the  Britiih,  that  no  other  than  an  ignominious  eva- 
cuation could  be  «ffe^ed.     As  hr  as  can  be  colkdtcd  from  Informa- 
don,  there  is  not  now  an  mfurre6lion  from  one  end  of  France  to  the 
other.     What  then  is  the  inference  ?  That  there  is  no  probability,  por 
even  poflTibiltt)',  of  overturning  the  Jacobin  Government  of  France  in 
another  campaign,  nor  in  another  to  tiiat.     The  French  arc  now  in- 
fpircd  with  fuch  an  enthufiafm  for  what  the)'  mifcall  liberty,  that  no- 
diti^  but  abfolute  conqueft  can  induce  them  to  liften  to  any  plan  of 
Government  propofed  by  a  foreign  Power.     Confidcring  the  fpirit  of 
the  French  in  this  point  of  view,  J  am  not  much  comforted  by  any 
thing  that  the  noble  Lord  (Monvngton)  has  faid  of  their  finances,     I 
rcmcmbet  tp  have  heard  much  the  fame  arguments  delivered  from  the 
Cimc  part  of  the  Houfe  during  the  American  wan     The  noble  Lord 
will  find,  in  the  debates  of  thofedays,  much  talk  of  a  vagrant  Congrcfs 
wnich  was  no  where  to  be  found,  of  their  miferable  refourccs,  and  of 
their  wretched  paper-money  at  300  per  cent,  difcount,  of  which,  with 
any  few  halfpence  that  you  had  in  your  pocket,  you  might  purchafe  to 
tiK  afnount  of  a  hundred  dollars.     The  Americans  were  rcprcf^^cd 
as  cxerciling  on  one  another  the  mod  intolerable  t}Tanny  ;  on  tf^e  Roy- 
difts,  the  mod  unheard-of  cruelty ;  and  then  came  what  was  now  the 
inafter  argument,  that  if  fuch  principles  of  reiiftancc  \(rere  fuffbrcd  to 
cxift,  if  the  caufc  of  the  Americans  was  ultimately*  to.  be  fucccfsfulj^ 
there  muft  be  an  end  of  all  civilized  government,^  and  th^  monarchy 
of  England  mud  be  trodden  in  the  dud.     At  the  time  when  fuch  ar- 
guments were  made,  we  were  in  poffeflion  not  only  of  one  port  like 
Toulon,  but  of  almoft  all  their  principal  ports.     Yet  I  was  not  then 
deterred  from  recommending  what  I  now ,  recorpmend^  negociation, 
while  negociation  is  pradtic^ble.      I  lived  to  fee  Great  Britain  treat 
wkh  that  very  Congrefs  fo  often  villi-Bedand  abufcd  ;  and  the  monarchy* 
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fubfift  In  vigour  full  enough,  certainly  fuller  than  h  had  ever  iK^fbrg 
(ubfiftcd  fincc  th^  revolution.  And  if  it  were  not  prefumptuous  fof 
any  man  tp  reckon  on  his  oym  life,  I  might  fay,  that  I  ihall  live  txx 
fee  Great  Britain  treat  with  that  very  Jacobin  Government  with  whom 
you  now  refufp  to.  treat ;  and  God  grant  that  it  may  not  b^  in  qrcuoi- 
Ranees  Icfs  favourable  for  making  peace  than  the  prefent ! 

Having  Aiewn  that  as  much  fecurity  might  be  obtained  by  treating 
pow  wi0i  Faance,  as  In  any  cafe  that  came  within  experience,  or  wam 
pref^ilted  by  theory,  it  remains  only  to  prove  that  even  if  aegociation 
ihall  fail,  we  have  Aill  much  to  gain,  and  nothing  to  lofe.  We  (hall 
thereby  demonftrate  to  all  the  world,  that  t\k^  war,  on  our  part,  it 
ftri6Hy  d^fen(\ve  j  and  we  fhall  convince  the  people  of  England  tha| 
their  money  is  mt  expended  to  gratify  the  caprice  of  an  individual^ 
hut  to  protect  the  honour  and  the  iqtercft  of  thp  country.  In  France 
the  advantage  will  be  ftill  greater  ;  in  France  where  enthui^afm  fupplief 
the  place  of  military  difcipline  and  military  (kill ;  where  it  makes  th^ 
people  fiibmit  to  tyranny  almoft  beyond  human  patience  ;  we  (^al)  cU-t 
^ini(h  that  enthufiafm,  by  (hewing  them  that  they  are  not  wigagcd  in 
a  war  of  dtsfence,  but  a  war  of  conqueft.  The  country  will  no  longcf 
be  governed  by  declamations  againA  the  allies,  and  exhortations  tQ 
fight  upon  the  frontiers :  the  refuial  of  thp  Jacobins  to  trrat  will  ruii| 
th^m  in  the  opinion  of  the  French  people.  Tl\us  we  will  at  once  fcn 
^ure  the  great  end«  cf  policy  and  juftice.  We  will  (l\cw  ta  the  ycopla 
pf  England,  that;  we  do  not  wantonly  and  unncceffarily  lavi(h  theif 
l?lood  and  treafure,  and  thus  reconcile  them  to  go  on  chearfully  witl^ 
the  war,  if  its  continuance  (hall  be  found  ncccffzrr :  and  we  will  dif-r 
^rm  the  enthufiafm  of  the  people  of  France,  by  proving  to  them  otif 
own  moderauon^,  and  our  difpofition  tp.  make  peace  uppji  eqi^U^bl^ 
terms. 

Whatever  Frenchmen  can  do,  I  am  told  that  EngU(hmcn  can  dq 
'alfo.  I  have  no  doubt  but  thev  can :  and  that  under  the  fame  cir* 
f  umdancc;,  the  efforts  of  the  people  of  En^and  wou}d  equal  or  ex-: 
cecd  the  efforts  which  are  at  prefent  made  by  the  people  of  Fnince. 
Frenchmen,  as  tl\cy  conceive,  are  contending  for  their  independeceas  ^ 
nation,  and  their  liberty  as  individuals.  Some,  indeed,  fay,  that  wc 
are  engaged  in  a  fimilar  contefl,  but  few  or  none  believe  that  this  aduaUy 
IS  the  cafe,  i  We  niake  fine  fpeeches,  in  ordc^  to  (hew  how  much  wo 
are  alarmed,  and  to  communicate  the  alarm  to  others.  But  what  effed^ 
do  they  produc<j  ?  X^^^X  ^^^  the  refult  of  cold  declanuition  and  artifi- 
cial eloquence  ;  they  arc  the  fpeeches  of  orators,  not  the  effu(ion$  of 
manly  feeling ;  nobody  is  perfuaded  of  the  fadts  which  they  aflfcrt,  or 
ImprclTed  with  the  fentiments  which  they  convey.  The  fuccefs  of 
this  or  that  campaign  wilj  n^ke  littlp  or  np  diffcreiyx  with  rcfpeft  ta 
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Ac  ioaxntf  of  <nir  religUin  and  liberty*,  fo  often  brought  Into  die.  quet- 
(ion.    The  French  equally,  on  the  other  band,  dread  the  defpodfmof 
Auibia,  and  the  defpotirm  of  Prufita  ;  I  wi(h  they  may  not  add,  thir 
dcfpodfm  of  Great  Britain.     In  France  th^y  have  ceafcd  to  make 
fpooches  on  this  fubjeAg  bccaufc  every  man  feqls  it  unneceffary  to  dt- 
daimon  that  wliich,  from  his  own  experience,  he  Is  convinced  every 
cdta  oon  foek  and  believes  equally  "with  himfelf.     On  the  conduS 
of  d*  war,  and  ihf  mifmanagemeat  of  the  force,  with  the  dlreiticn 
rf  whidi  Mifiifters  "were  intruflcd,  the  latenefe  of  die  hour  would  in- 
duce me  to  poftpone  any  remark  to  fotne  future  occafion,  did  not  tlw 
boaftful  manner  in  vhich  they  have  talked  of  their  own  excrtioni, 
render  it  impoflfible  for  me  to  be  lilcnt.     The  right  honourable  Sccrc- 
t»y  (Mff  Dundas)  has  expatiated  on  t\\c  protcdtion  afforded  to  conv 
mncc.     Has  he  foigpt  the  fituation  in  wliich  commerce  was  left  in  the 
Weft  Indies  ?     Has  he  foigot  how  long  the  whple  Jamaica  fleet  wait*, 
cd  (of  convoyi  and  under  what  convoy  it  was  at  lad  obKged  to  fail  \ 
Pecs  he  not  know,   that -at  the  very  moment  he  was  fpcaking,  die 
Titach  have  bkxked  up  the  harbour  of  Coik,  and  with  a  few  frigatci 
paixfii^  the  Brikifh  channel,  are  making  prizes  of  our  merchantmen, 
iffid  chafing  our  cruizcrs  into  our  own  ports  ?     This  I  know,  that  if 
fucfa  unexampled  proteAion  has  been  afforded  to  our  commerce  as  thq 
light  honourable  gentleman  boads  of,  our  merchants  are  the  mod  un- 
icafimable  and  ungrateful  people  in  the  world.     On  this  fubjcd  thcj 
hold  a  language  very  different ;  thctr  complaints  of  want  of  protedlion 
aiehud  and  general.     When  the  right  honourable  gentleman  was  tok* 
ing  a*review  of  the  campaign  fo  highly  creditable  and  fatisfadlory  to 
himfelf  and  his  colleagues,  I  am  furprlfed  that  he  forgot  to  mention 
Dunkiik.     Of  the  expedition  againft  Dunkirk,    by  what  ftrangc 
mflion  I  know  not,  he  faid  not  even  a  fingle  word.     I  (hould  be 
glad  to  know  who  was  the  wife  man  that  planned  diat  expedition^ 
sndadvifcd  the  dividon  of  the  combined  forces  in  Flanders.     If  in- 
fcnnation  can  be  relied  upon,  which  I  fee  no  reafon  to  dlftrud,  fuch 
advice  was  never  given  by  the  Duke  of  York,  and  was  dircdtly  con-  ^ 
tiaiy  to  the  fentiments  of  that  experienced  General  the  Prince  of  Saxe- 
Cobouig.     If  th^  plan  was  rcprchenfiblc,  let  us  look  to  tlic  manner 
in  which  it  was  carried  into  execution.     What  exertions  were  made 
by  Miniders  after  the  fiege  wns  undertaken  to  enfure  fucccfs !     What 
inuft  have  bccq  the  feelings  of  a  gallant  Britifti  Prince,  who,  tlirough 
dangers  aqd  difficultk-s,  had  approached  the  fea,  the  natural  dominion 
rf  Ms  country,  and  expeiSed  to  find  the  whole  coad  a  fortrcfe  for  him, 
|o  fee  his  troops  dcdro)'ed  by  the  gun-boats  of  the  enemy  commanding 
the  ihorc,  and  impeding  aU  his  operations !     Of  that  expedidon,  fo 
foil  gf  imbcdllity  aad.  blunders,  m  the  jart  of  thof«  iyhp  dircacd, 
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and  who  were  bound  to  co-operate  in  the  unc]ertakingi  not  of  thofe 
who  were  left  to  the  taflc  of  execution*  without  being  furnifhcd  with 
the  ncceffary  mcansy  fome  account  muft  be  given.  This  fiiihire  Nit- 
nifters  are  bound  to  explain :  to  the  conduct  and  addr^fs  of  the  Duke 
rf  York,  I  have  every  reafon  to  believe  that  the  fubfequem  prcfcrva- 
tion  of  Weft  Flanders  was  owing>  as  h^s  been  ftatpd  by  an  honourablo 
Baronet.  The  wi(c  precautions  taken  by  htm  upon  that  oopiflon,, 
faved  that  country  from  the  fate  to  which  it  was  expofed  by  the  rafli- 
ncfs  and  imprudence  of  Miniftqrs.  With  rclpcft  to  Toulon,  I  hava 
ulways  undcrftood,  that  we  obtained  poircflion  of  it  by  ncgociation, 
Rnd  that  it  was  deliver^  up  to  us  on  conditions  agreed  upon  with  the 
inhabitants. 

If  it  was  right  fo  to  take  it,  it  beoamc  a  matter  of  indifpcnfablQ  dutw 
to  defend  it.     But  what  wa^  done  on  the  part  of  Miniftcrs  to  fulfil 
t:  lis  inr.portant  part  of  the  agreement  ?  Might  they  not  have  fept  fuch  a 
fjrcc  cf  Britifti  or  Auftrian  troops  to  occupy  the  heights  that  furroun%l 
Toulon,  as  would  have  foiled  all  the  atten^pt*  of  the  enemy?      In- 
ftead  of  this,  they  fent  a  mifcrable  crew  of  Neapolitan  and  Spanish 
troops,  without  difcipline,  experience,  or  courage,  neither  (killed  la 
the  arts  of  defence,  nor  capable  to  rcfift  the  ardoyr  of  an  impetuous 
enemy.     Such  were  the  men  whom  they  oppofed  to  a  French  army, 
whofe  anirage  was  exalted  to  the  higheft  pitch,  by  a  fcnfc  of  national 
honour,  and  the  cnthuliafm  of  the  caufe  of  freedom.     When  they  un- 
rfcrftood,  however,  that  the  place  was  to  be  attacked,  they  ooi^fiderxxl 
i<>me  additional  affiflance  as  necctTuryy  and  in  order  to  make  a  fuitablc 
proviflon  againd  the  danger,  they  bortowcd  an  idea  from  the  enemv^ 
and  threw  in,  as  a  reinforcement,  the  abilities  of  a  civil  commifllioncr. 
Sir  Gilbert  Elliot      Of  the  circumftances  under  which  Toulon  wax 
evacuated,  we  are  not  fufficicntly  informed  to  fpeak  with  confidence. 
But  from  all  that  Minifters  have  thought  proper  to  publHh,  and  all 
that  we  have  heard  from  other  quarters,  I  fcar  it  was  an  event  as  dif- 
graceful  to  the  Britifh  arms,  as  afBidting  to  humanity.     \  (hall  be 
told,  that  it  is  not  fit  to  blame  officers  in  their  abfenoc,  and  therefura 
that  the  condudt  of  Lord  Hood  Is  not  now  to  be  difcufled :  but  by  the 
acidrefs  I  am  called  upon  to  praife  Lord  Hood  ;  and  furely,  before  I 
give  my  affent  to  fuch  an  addrcfs,   I  have  a  r^ht  to  inquire  into  the 
grounds  of  approbation.     The  conduA  of  Lord  Howe,  I  am  toW, 
ought  not  to  be  cenfured  ;  it  has  not  yet  been  an  obje6l  of  examination 
and  difcufiion  ;  and  if  on  this  ground  it  be  proper  to  deprecate  cenfure, 
it  is  furely  equally  proper  to  witlihold  praife.  Atprefent  I  can  only  judge 
from  what  appears  on  the  face  ofthetranfa£^ion,  aided  by  thofeimpcrfcft 
accounts  vhich  Minifters  have  thought  proper  to  communicate  to  the 
Public.     Over  thefe  acooupts  I  cannot  help  remarki/igj  that  thcr^  ia 
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thnnm  a  veil  of  ftudiod  obfcurity,  which  aflbrds  but  little  room  for 
plcafint  (Jonjedure.     It  is  difficult  to  feparatc  the  wifh  to  conceal^ 
irum  the  confdoufnefs  of  error.     Evefy  attmnpt  to  difguife  fii6lsinufi» 
at  leafty  imply  the  exIftcnCe  of  calamity,  to  a  degree  which  cannot  be 
&fdy  fiatedy  or  (airly  accbunted  fur.     The  evacuation  feems  to  liave 
taken  pbce  in  circumdances  againfl  which  policy  ought  to  have  pro- 
vided ;  and  I  fear  the  refult  was  fuch  aft  Britldi  humanity  will  con^ 
ficinpbtc  with  but  little  fatisfaction.     t  am  told,  inrkeci,  by  the  right 
hcnourable  Secretary,  that  no  man  was  left  behind  who  wais  difpofcd 
to  quir  the  place ;  and  I  am  bound  to  give  credit  to  his  aflertion.    But 
when  I  read  in  the  accounts  givcrt  into  the  French  Convention,   o^ 
tvu  hundred  in  one  day,  and  four  hundred  In  another,  (and  accounts 
of  this  fort  have,  unfortunately,  in  general  proved  but  too  true)  who, 
for  the  afliiiancc  which  they  afforded  the  EngUfh,  were  conducted  to 
the  guinotine^  what  am  I  to  infer }     Am  I  tu  infer,  that  from  the 
experience  of  the  cc»idu6l  of  the  Englifh,  fuch  was  their  detefbition 
of  their  character,  that  they  chofe  rather  to  wait  for  death  front  the 
ui^gcance  of  their  countrymen,  than  to  feek  for  fafety  from  Britifh 
proceclkm  ?     If  fuch  is  the  inference,  in  what  a  point  of  view  does  it 
pbce  (be  honour  of  the  Bririlh  nation,  and  ttie  boaded  generoHty  of 
their  chani£ler !     But  if  the  fafl  be  otherwife,  if  after  having  betray- 
ed thcfe  men  to  afliil  in  your  views,  you  abandoned  them  to  that  ruin 
whiuh  m-a$  the  confequence,  their  blood  is  on  your  heads,  and  at  your 
^ands  will  it  be  required.     Whatever  be  the  Ibte  of  the  cafe,  it  can 
afford  but  little  ground  for  confoling  reflection,  far  Icfs  for  that  boaft- 
hil  exultation  wiih  which  the  right  honourably  Secretary  has  attempted 
(0  dilgittfe  our  loiTes,  and  varnifh  over  our  difgrace.     What  people 
i^cnoforth  will  be  dcfirous  of  the  friendihip  of  Britain,  or  able  to  re- 
pUe  diemfelvcs  widi  confidence  in  your  fidelity.     What  depcndance 
can  they  have  upon  the  efficacy  of  your  aiTiftance,  or  what  fccurity 
«*«i  agsunft   your  defertion?     Toulon,  purchafed  by  compromife, 
yw  have  laft  with  ^difgraee ;  you  have  placed  yourfelves  in  a  point  of 
^icw  entirely  new  to  Britifh  character  ;  you  have  proved  yourfelves 
tvid^icr  Q&ful  as  fricni^,  nor  rcfpedable  as  enemies.      You  have  nuw 
<<>OQBtcniplate  lofs  and  repulfe  as  the  refult  of  a  tranfadion  equally 
^icgraJing  to  yonr  refources  and  your  principles,  every  part  of  whiclj 
ftamps  pur  efforts  with  fccblenefs,  and  brands  your  clwirader  with 

Yet  a  noble  Lord  (Mulgrave)  whom  I  do  not  fee  in  Ids  place,  and 
^  arrived  4n  this  country  a  little  before  the  evacuation,  affirmed, 
in  his  difpatchcs,  that  Toulon  was  in  a  ftate  of  comfortable  fccurity, 
Whatidfti  mufl  we  have  of  what  conftitutes  a  (late  of  comfortable  fc- 
^^^9  when  fuch  piovcs  to  have  been  the  event!     When  Minirxtr* 
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had  failed  at  Dunkirk,  and  pethaps  rtomitiiftandlng  thU  ifleitton  of 
comfortable  fccurity,  fbrefaW  tliat  they  fliould  foil  at  Toulon,  they 
proje^cd,  or  ratlicr  talked  of  a  dcfcent  on  the  Coafk  of  Francte,  undef 
the  contrtiartd  of  the  Eail  <rf  Moira  ;  lichen  ^c  a(k  ii'hy  thstt  eicpedition 
vms  fo  long  talked  of,  and  never  undertaken^  the  right  honourable 
Secretary  tells  us,  that  it  was  delayed  for  'Want  of  troops.  \Vliat> 
when  we  had  tt  laft  hit  upon  a  plan  trhich  was  to  (fondu£t  us  to  th^ 
gates  of  P^ns,  \nxrc  wo  obligectto  abandon  it  fix  ^ant  of  irtert ;  Were 
no  Hanoverians,  Hefliaris,  or  even  Auftri^nSj  to  be  foufid  ?  Mifc- 
tablc^  indeed^  muft  be  the  alliances  epntracied  by  the  Miniftcr,  i^ 
neither  thofe  whofe  eiufc  he  had  undertaken  to  fupport,  fior  thof^ 
irhotn  he  had  taken  into  his  pay,  would  furmfh  him  wkh  iheri  fufli^l 
clent  for  an  expedition,  the  fudcefs  of  which  might  have  redeeltied  fd 
tnany  mifcirriages!  Did  he  defer  that  expedition  till  winter,  becauft^ 
^  the  diiEcult  navigation  of  the  coaft  of  Normandy  was  peculiarly  faft 
tt  that  fcafon  ?  Or  did  he  chufc  to  delay  it,  beCaufe  then  the  Princd 
of  Cobourg  would  be  unable  to  a«£t,  and  of  confcqucnGc*  the  French 
troops  in  that  quarter  would  be  difengaged  ?  thus  with  a  fpirit  irorthy 
of  a  Britini  Miniller  magnanimoufly  difj^ying  his  coxltcmpt  of  dart^ 
gcr,  and  his  difdain  to  take  the  enemy  at  a  difadvantage,  deRin^ 
•very  obftacle  of  the  feafon,  and  braving  the  collc6led.forCc  of  thci< 
armies. 

With  the  knowledge  of  thefe  events,  if  we  retairt  the  leaft  fpark  ci 
that  independence  of  fpirit,  \ihlch  was  once  the  charaftetiftic  of  d 
Eritifli  Houfc  of  Commons^  we  cannot  Concur  in  an  addrcfs  which 
tells  Iiii»  Myefly  that  we  think  the  campaign  has  becrt  fuccefsful.  H 
there  is  a  itian  among  us,  who  is  not  the  fycnphant  of  Miniftcrs,  hi 
cannot  fay  that  the  conduft  of  it  has  difplaycd  any  thing  on  their  part 
but  imbccilit)'  and  want  of  rcfourcc.  The  right  honourable  gentlemail 
poflcffcs  great  talents  and  great  eloquence ;  and  the  lei^th  of  tim^ 
during  which  he  has  had  the  opportunit)'  of  difplaying  thofe  talents  iil 
otficc,  has,  no  doubt,  added  to  the  namber  of  his  admirers ;  but  hi 
muft  now  pick  from  the  very  loweft  clafs  of  his.  flatterers,  before  ht 
can  coUcit  thirty  men  round  his  o^^n  table  who  will  tell  him  that  he  h 
a  great  war  Minifter.  His  friends,  pcrliaps,  will  tell  us,  that  hi 
may  do  better  another  time,  and  therefore  they  will  continue  to  fup- 
port him  ;  hut  at  what  expcncc  is  the  experiment  to  be  made^  an< 
how  much  Britifh  blood  and  Bririfli  treafure  muft  be  lavifhed,^  whil^ 
he  ib  learning  how  tocondu<ft  a  war?  The  right  honourable  Secretary 
has  faid,  when  Lord  Hood  had  taken  poirelTion  of  Toulon,  all  th< 
ftates  of  Italy  haftcned  to  put  thcmfclvcs  urwicr  the  wing  and  protcc 
tion  of  the  Britifli  fleet.  What  haftc  the  Duke  of  Titfbany  made  t< 
feck  that  protcdlion,  and  with  what  reIu\Stance  hfi  was  compelled  tl 
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accept  of  it,  the  meitiorials,  or  rather  menaces,  delivered  by  Lord 
Harv'cy,  who,  I  believe,  adted  in  perfe^i^  conformity  to  his  indruc- 
tions,  will  fufficicntly  evince.  While  we  were  declaiming  agaiaft 
the  infults  of  the  French  to  neutral  ftates,  we  took  upon  us  todidate 
to  the  Duke  of  Tufcany,  not  only  wirii  refpcft  to  his  public  conduct, 
but  his  private  feelings.  Lord  Harvey  was  inflrudled  to  tell  him, 
that  he  mifunderftood  the  intcrcfts  and  difregnrded  the  wiihcs  of  his 
people ;  that  the  Minifter  in  whom  he  confided  Mas  a  pcrfon  unwor- 
thy of  truft ;  and  that  he  himfclf  had  no  propjr  ft  nfe  of  the  duty  he 
owed  to  his  uncle  and  his  aunt,  and  all  his  relations  of  the  Houfe  of 
Auftria.  Our  condudl  to  the  Gcncefe  was  mtKlelled  urton  the  fame 
principles  ;  and  wc  had  only  not  the  crime  and  guilt  of  bombarding 
GencsL,  becaufe  that  Republic  refufcd  to  depart  from  irs  neutralify. 

What,  to:>,  was  the    condudl   which   was   obfcrvcd  tow.irds    the 
Swifs  Cantons  r  On  that  rubje(S  I  am  inirticuhrlv  infiirmcd,  in  con- 
fcqucncc  of  a  letter  which  I  received  from  a  noble  relation  of  mine, 
:Lord  Robert  Fitzgerald)  employed  by  Minifters  in  that  quarter.      In 
this  letter  he  ftates,   tPiat  he  was  inftruded,  (*ti  the  part  of  the  Britifli 
Court,   to  intimate  to  the  Cantons,  that  they  rrright,  indeed,  prefcrvc 
their  ncutraiitv,  but  that  theyfhould  h(jld  no  eouimerce  with  France. 
What  fort,  of  neutrality  »was  that,  which   excluded   all    commerce, 
which  deprived  them  of 'bver)^  ad  antage  which  fuch  a  fituation  enti- 
tled them  to  cxpeft  r   And  whit  fort  of  ivbct  did  Minif^ersfliew  for 
the  lighrs  of  itidtpcndent  States,  bv  tlvj.>  prefuming  to  dictate  to  them 
the  terms  upon  which  tliev  (liould  r<;rulatc  their  coOviuct  v/ith  refjxrt^l 
to  Other  nations  ?   Of  the  fame  n?iture  was  the  interference  attempted 
in  the  inftance  of  Denmark  and  Sweden  ;  and    if  ihcfe  Courts  hid 
not  had  the  wifdom  and  the  firmnefs  to  refift  all  the  arts  and  menaces 
cinplo\'ed  to  draw  them  from  their  fyftem   c>f  neutrality,  and  engage 
them  in  the  combinatiog  againft  France,  they  might  at  this  moment 
have  been  fharing,  in  common  widi  tlie  other  Powers  of  Europe,  all 
the  hardfliips  and  miferies  of  war.      Such  has  been  the  fcandalous 
condu<5l  of  Minifters  towards  neutral  ftates.      But  did  thefe  very  Mi- 
niftcrs  forget,  or  had  they  loft  all  fenfe  of  fliame,  that  they  had  diem- 
felves  all  along  boafted  of  their  neutrality  ;  tliat  they  hid  on  ever)-  oc- 
caiion  held  forth  as  their  jnftification,  that  if  France  had  not  declared 
war,  this  country  would  ftill  have  remained  neutral  ?     Such  was  the 
credit  due  to  their  aflertions,  and  fuch  the  coincidence  between  their 
pn^feflions  and  their  condud.     At  the  very  moment  they  were  in- 
vdghiiigagainft  the  French  as  invaders  of  the  rights  of  nations,  and 
buaftiiig  of  dieir  own  ftrift  obfervance  of  neutrality,  they  were  com- 
mitting the  moft  daring  infringements  on  the  rights  of  indej^entlent 
flatcs,  and  attempting,  by  the  moft  unwarrant:ible  means,  to  cn^'i;^e 
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icm  to  take  part  in  hoftilities  againft  France.     The  injuftice  of  fuch 
condud  could  only  be  aggravated  by  its  meannefs.     The  nations 
.  ith  refpeft  to  whom  this  interference  was  exercifed,  were  fuch  only 
s  Miniftcrs   might   hope   to  frighten  by  their  menaces,  and  awe  to 
ompliance  by  the  terror  of  fuptrior  force.     We  condefcended  not 
nly  to  lay  alidc  all  rcfpcft  for  juftice,  but  all  dignity  of  charafter, 
nd  to  become  the  bullies  of  thofe  ftatcs,  whom  we  deemed  incapable 
»f  relifting  our  imperious  demands.     Oh,  fliamc  to  our  policy  !  Oh 
pot  indelible  to  the  Britifh  name !     When,  indeed,  I  confidcr  the 
)rcfent  fyftem  adopted  in  the  Courts  of  Europe,  v/hcn  I  look  at  the 
nfamous  condu<£^  of  Rufiia  and  PruflTia  towards  Poland,  I  muft  own 
hat  I  tremble  fur  the  fate  of  Europe.     Convinced  I  am,  that  iia 
;x)wcr  which  is  not  founded  in  juftice,  can  either  be  found  or  perma- 
rtcnt.     If,  indeed,  the  Courts  of  Europe  arc  menaced  with  immi- 
nent danger,  the)'  have  chiefly  to  apprehend  the  confequences  of  their 
own  recent  proceedings.     If  in  no  cabinet  there  is  to  be  found  any 
remnant  of  decency,  anv  ft  nfe  of  honour,  fuch'a  ftate  of  things  muft 
tend  more  to  the  diftblution  of  eftablifhed  fvftems,  than  all  that  cair 
be  efFefled  by  Jacobin  principles  or  Jacobin  force.     The  rage  of  Ac 
Jacobins   may,  indeed,  be  diredled  againft  the   outworks   of  their 
power  ;  but  they  are  tlicmfclvcs  undermining^  the  foundation. 

I  next  come  to  touch  on  the  conduct  of  Minifters  with  refpedl  to 
America.  In  this  inftancc  thxy  fccm  likein-ifc  to  have  adopted  the 
maxim  of  Genet,  in  fetting  afidc  the  autliority  of  Vatel,  and  tcftify- 
ing  the  moft  perfect  contempt  for  die  principles  laid  down  by  eftab- 
lifhed writers  on  the  law  of  nations,  where  they  happened  to  differ 
from  their  own  notions  of  political  convenience.  Their  fyftem  of 
aggreHion  on  the  rights  of  imiependent  ftates,  they  followed  up  with 
refpc^t  to  America,  by  iifuing  an  order  to  fcizc  on  American  veffels 
bound  to  the  French  Weft- India  iflands*.     This  order,  however. 


•  The  following  it  a  copy  of  the  order  tflu'd  to  tl^e  CommaTiders  of  hii  Majefty^» 
(hi(>ft.  to  capture  American  veifela  laden  with  the  produce  of  the  French  Well-Xnai» 
Illaiids,  or  carrying  llorci  or  provilions  to  iuch  Iflaudt. 

G£ORG£  R. 

Additional  inftrufiiont  to  the  commanders  of  all  our  (hipi  of  war  and 
privatrt-rs,  that  have,  or  may  have,  lettrrs  of  marque  againd  Fraoce- 
L.  S,  Given  at  our  Court,  at  M.  James**,  ihe  6th  day  of  November,  1793, 

in  the  34ih  year  of  our  reign. 

Thnt  th':y  Oiail  {l>p  and  detain  all  (hipi  laden  with  goods,  the  produce  of  any  co* 
lony  bcioiiuin^  to  Friiirc,  or  carrying  uiovifioni  or  other  fupplies  for  the  ufeol  fuch 
colony,  and  HiaM  bring  the  fame,  with  ttitir  cargoes,  to  legal  adjudicatioa  in  out 
Ceurtf  of  Admiialty^ 

By  hit  Majcfty't  couvmand^ 

H£NRY  DUNDASl 
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they  were  afterwards  prevailed  upon  to  withdraw,  in  confcquence  of 
being  informed  by  the  merchants  that  Congrefs  could  never  brcx)k  fo 
wanton  an  aggrefTion,  fo  unprovoked  an  infult ;  and  that  the  meafurc, 
if  pcrfiftcd  in,  muft  infallibly  produce  a  rupture  between  America  and 
this  countiy.  I  truft,  the  retradlion  has  come  in  time  enough  to 
ptevcnt  the  confequenccs  of  the  error,  but  it  can  reflect  but  little  ho- 
nour on  the  Minifters  of  this  country,  that  they  have  been  compelled 
toidpcd  the  rights  of  an  independent  S^te  only  from  a  dread  of  its 
power,  and  that  thej'  have  fhewn  themfelves  to  be  more  influenced  by 
afenfe  of  fear,  than  by  a  principle  of  juftice.  And  here  I  cannot 
help  [Kiuling,  to  contemplate  on  the  Preiident  of  the  Congrefs,  Gene- 
ral Wafhington,  a  character  fo  very  different  from  that  which  has 
been  difplayed  by  Britiih  Minifters. 

How  infinitely  fupcrior  muft  appear  tlie  fpirit  and  principles  mani- 
feftcd  in  his  late  addrefs  to  Congrefs,  and  chara6>eriftic  of  the  goni':a 
of  his  Government,  when  compared  with  the  policy  of  modern  Euro- 
pean Courts !  Illuftrious  man,  deriving  honour  lefs  from  the  fplcn- 
dor  of  liis  fituation,  than  from  the  dignit)'  of  his  mind,  before  wliom 
all  borrowed  grcatnefs  links  into  infjgniHcance,  and  all  the  Princes 


ORDER  OF  COUNCIL. 
GEORGE  R. 

INSTRUCTIONS  TO  THE  COMMANDERS  OF  OUR  SHIPS  OF  WAlt 
AND  PRIVATEERS  THAT  HAVE  OR  MAY  HAVE  LETTERS  OP 
MARQUE  AGAINST  FliANCE.     '• 

CIVKN    AT  OUa   COURT  AT  ST.  JAMES's,    Tilt    8th  DAY   OF    JANUARY,    1794* 

Whereas,  by  a  former  In(lru£lion  to  the  Commanders  of  our  Ships  of  War  and 
ofpnvatccrs.  dated  the  Sth  day  of  November,  17931  Wc  fignified  that  they  fliould 
ilop  and  detain  all  Ships  loaden  wtrh  goodsf  rhe  produce  ot  any  Colony  belonging  to 
France,  or  carrying  Proviiiuns,  or  other  Supplies,  for  the  ufe  of  any  fuch  Colony, 
and  ihoald  brin;^  the  fame  with  their  Cargoes  to  l**^!!  Adjudication:  We  arc  pleafcd  to 
revoke  th«:  faid  IndruHicin  :  and  in  lieu  thereof,  Wc  have  thought  fit  to  iffue  thcfc  our 
Ioftru6lions,  to  be  dijly  ohi'crvcd  by  the  Commanders  of  all  Our  ihips  of  War  and 
Privateers  thai  have  or  may  h  vc  Letters  of  M.^rqitc  a^jjainli  France. 

1st,  That  they  fhall  bring  in,  for  lawful  adjudication,  all  Veifels  with  their  Car. 
gois  ihat  arc  loadcu  with  goods,  the  produce  of  the  French  WciUIndia  Iflands,  and 
coming  directly  trom  anv  Port  of  the  faid  Iflandi  to  any  Port  in'^urope. 

sd.  That  they  (hall. bring  in,  fur  lawful  Adjudication,  all  Ships  with  their  Cargoes 
tli<i  are  loaden  with  goods,  the  produce  of  the  faid  Kbnds,  the  property  of  which 
pods  (hall  belong  to  Subjeds  of  France,  to  whatfocver  Ports  the  fame  may  be  bound. 

3d,  That  they  Ihall  feize  all  Ships  that  (hall  be  bound  aitempiing  to  enter  any  Port 
Of  the  faid  lilands,  that  is  or  (hall  be  blockaded  by  the  Arms  of  His  Maje-sty,  01 
H'.t  Allies,  and  (hall  fend  them  in  with  their  Cargoes  for  Adjudication,  according  to 
the  terms  of  the  fccond  Article  of  the  former  Inllrutlions,  bcanug  date  die  8ih  day  of 
June,  1 793. 

4th,  That  they  Oiall  feize  all  VcfTels  louden  wholly,  or  in  part,  with  Naval  or  Mili, 
Ury  Stores,  bound  to  any  Port  of  the  faid  Illands,  and  (hall  fend  them  into  fomc  con. 
»?nicut  Port  belr>nging  to  His  M/vje«t  y,  in  order  ihat  they,  t'>;;ciiier  with  ihrir  Car, 
j^'jcs,  may  be  proceeded  againft,  according  to  the  Rules  of  the  Law  of  Nations. 

(Signed)  KENRY  DUNDAS. 

Z  a  ^ 
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and  potentates  of  Europe>  (excepting  the  Members  of  our  own  Rx>3^al 
Family) , become  little  and  contemptible  !      He  has  had  no  occalu>n  to 
have  rccourfe  to  any  tricks  of  policy  or  arts  of  alarm  ;  his  aiuiionty 
lias  been  fiifficiently  fupportcd  by  the  fame  means  by  Avliich  it  was  ac- 
quired, and  his  conduct  has  uniformly  been  charactcrifcd  by  \vifd<:»m, 
moderation,  and  firmncfs.     He  feeling  gratitude  to  Frr»nte  for  the  af- 
fiftance  received  from  her  in  that  grt:at  contcft  whicl\  fccurcd  the  in- 
dependence of  America,  did  notchufc  to  give  up  the  fyl^em  of  neutra- 
lity in  favour  of  tl a :>  country.     Having  once  laid  down  that  line  of 
conduiS,  which  lx)th  u:T/«Mtndc  and  policy  pointed  cat  as  moll  prupcr 
to  be  purfucd,  not 'all  the  infults  or  provocation  of  the  French  Mini- 
flcr  Genet  could  at  all  put  him  out  of  his  w  iv,  or  bend  him  from  his 
purpofe.      Entrufted  wifli  llic  circ  of  the  welfare  of  a  great  people, 
he  did  not  allow  the  mifconduot  of  another,  ^ith  refpcct  to  himfclf, 
for  one  moment  to  interrupt  the  duty  which  he  owed  to  them,  or  with- 
draw his  attcnti(^n  from  their  interefls.      He  had  no  fear  of  the  Jaco- 
bins  ;  he  felt  no  alarm  from  their  principles,  and  confidered  no  pre- 
caution as  necellhry  in  order  to  ftc»p  their  progrcfs.      The  people  over 
whom  he  prcfidcd  I.e  knew  to  be  acquainted  M'ith  th^ir  rights  and  th^eir 
duties.      He  truftcd   to  their  own  good  fcnfe  to  defeat  the  efFecJ  of 
thofc  arts  which  might  be  employed  to  inflame  or  miflead  their  minds  ; 
and  was  fenfible  that  a  Government  could  be  in  no  danger,  while  it 
retained  the   attachment  and  tM)nfidcnce  of  its  fubjecls — attachment, 
in  this  inftance,  n»>t  blindly  ad{)pted,  confidence  not  implicitly  given, 
but  arifing  from  the  convivHon  of  its  excellence,  and  the  experience  of 
its  bleflings.      I  cannot,  indeed,   help  admiring  the  wifdom  and  the 
fortune  of  this  great  man ;  not  tlvat  by  the  jphrafcfcrluney   I  mean  in 
the  fmallel>  de;;rce  to  dcrogue  fiom  his  merit.      But,  riotwithllanding 
his  cxtraor.liniry  t::]ents  and  evaked  integrity,  it  mud  be  confidered 
as  fin^ulirly  foriunatc,   that  he  fhould  borve  experienced  a  lot,  which 
fo  feldom  fills  to  the  portion  of  humimity,  and  have  paiTed  through 
I'ueh  a  variety  of  fccncs,   without  ftain  and  without  reproach.      It  muft 
i.iicci  create  aftonifliment,  that  placed  in  eirciimrtances  fo  eriiical, 
and  Hi:in<;  for  a  ferics  of  time  a  ftarion  fo  eonrpici!''^us,  his  charncter 
ihcMild  never  once  have  been  called  in  cjuc'lion  ;   iliat  he  (h(.uid  in  no 
one  in^lance  ]>.ive  been  accufed  either  of  i-.nproper  infolencc,  or  of 
mean  finoii'Tion  in  Wis  tranfailions  wiOi  fi)reign  nations.      It  ins  ivcn 
rcf.rvc't  tf.r  Mm  to  run  tlu:  race  of  glor}',  withmt  expeiir.cing  the 
fmallert  Iiittiruj»tion  to  ile  briPiamy  of  his  career.      Tlit   breath  of 
cei.lnre  has  pot  darul  fo  imp*;  !c!i  the  purity  of  his  eondu^:!,   nor  the 
evt  of  envy  to  MilV  it-  n  ''l:i:i n:  ^bncc  to  the  uevation  of  his  virtues. 
^  Such  ha>  been  f.iVc  (n.arecndent  n.crit  and  the  unparalleled  brte  of  this 
illaftrious  man !      But  jf  the  maxims  now  held  forth  were  adopted, 
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he  who  now  ranks  as  the  afferter  of  his  country's  freedom,  and  the 
piardiinof  its  intcrcfts  and  honpur,  would  be  deemed  to  have  difrc- 
garded  and  betrayed  that  country,  and  to  have  entailed  upon  hlmftlf 
iniclible  reproach.      How  did  he  aft  when  infulted  by  Genet  ?      Did 
hf  ccnfider  it  as  ncccfiar)^  to  avenge  himfclf  for  the  mifconduct  or  mad- 
.iiTsotan individual,  by  involving  a  whole  continent  in  the  horrors  of 
v:ar  r     No  ;  he  contented  him felf  with  procuring  fatisfaflion  for  the 
infjlr,  by  cauung  Genet  to  be  recalled ;  and  thus  at  once  confultcd 
hi'i  ()wn  dignir\^  and  the  intcrcfts  of  his  country.     Happy  Americans ! 
wiiile  the  whirlwind  flics  over  one  quarter  of  the  globe,  and  fpreads 
cv(rr\  where  defolation,  you  remain  proteded  from  its  baneful  effecls, 
by  ;Our  own  virtues  and  the  wifdom  of  your  Government.      Separated 
fcm  Europe  by  an  immcnfc  ocean,  you  feel  not  the  efFcfts  of  thofc 
prejudices  and  paflions,  which  convert  the  boaftcd  feats  of  civilization 
into  fccncs  of  horror  and  bloodfhed.'     You  profit  by  the  folly  and  mad> 
ncfs  of  the  contending  nations,    and  afford  in  your  more  congenial 
clime  an  afylum  to  thofe  bleffings  and  virtues  which  they  wantonly 
ohitcmn,  or  wickedly  exclude  from  their  bofom  !      Cultivating  the 
in>  of  peace  under  the  influence  of  freedom,  you  advance  by  rapid 
itrklcs  to  opulence  and  diftinction  ;  and  if  by  any  accident  you  fhould 
b:  compelled  to  take  part  in  the  prefent  unhappy  cbnteft,  if  you  (hould 
tini  it  nccelTary  to  avenge  infuU,  or  repel  injur)',  tlie  world  will  bear 
v^itnefsto  the  equity  of  your  fentiments,  and  the  moderation  of  your 
^i^ws  and  the  fucccfs   of  your  arms   will,    no  doubt,    be   propor- 
fioncd  to  the  jufticc   of  your  Cciufc  !     I  have  now    nothing  more 
V'uh  wliich  to  trouble  the  Houfe ;    I    am  fenfible,    indeed,    that 
at  this  advanced  hour   I  have  already   detained  them  t(X>  long. — 
But  I  Y,sts  anxious  to  put  the  que f^ ion  upon  its  true  footing,  and 
tj  free  it  from  that  mifrcprefentati<;n   in   which   it  has  been  fo   ftu- 
^i>uilv  involved.     Wc  have  of  late  been  too  much  accuftomtd  to  in- 
\cctivc  and  dcxlamaiion  ;  addreifcs  to  our  prejudices  and  paffions  have 
tvtn  fubftituted  ifiitcad  of  appeals  to  our  rcafon.      But  we  are  met  here 
r«ot  to  declaim  agMUil:  the  crimes  of  other  ftates,  but  to  confult  what 
-'"  the  true  incere^s  of  diis  country.     The  queftion  is  not  what  degree 
^Ubhcinence  we  ouglit  t,>  feel  of  French  cruelty,  but  what  line  of  con- 
^-d  we  ought  to  purfue,  confu^^ntly  with  Britifh  policy.      Whatever 
<>^T  d^eftacion  of  the  guilt  of  foreign  nations,  we  are  not  called  to  take 
^T^  ourfclvcs  the  ta(k  of  avengers  ;  we  arc  bound  only  to  aft  as  guar- 
•<li3ns  of  the  welfare  of  thofe  with  whofe  concerns  we  are  immcdiatclv 
cntru^lcd.      It  is  upon  this  footing  I  have  argued  the  queftion,  and  if  I 
have  fuccccded,   I  truft  that  the  Houfe  will  be  difpofed  to  fupport  mc 
m  the  amendment  which  I  (hall  now  bring  forward,  to  recommend  to 
HisMajcft)'  to  make  peace,  whenever  it  can  be  had  upon  fafc  and  ad- 


174  PARLIAMENTARY  A.179J. 

vantagcous  tcrins  without  any  regard  to  the  form  and  nature  of  the 
Government  ey.iiting  in  France,  But  if  gentlemen  will  carry  on  the 
war,  till  this  Jacobin  Government^  of  France  be  ex.emfiinated,  they 
will  carrv-  on  the  war  to  all  eternity.  Mr.  Fox  then  concluded  by 
propoiing  the  follow ir^  amendment ; 

**  To  recommend  to  His  MajctV  to  treat,  as  fpeec'ily  as  pofflbic, 
•*  for  a  peace  with  France  upon  fafcand  advantageous  terms,  witliott 
•*  any  reference  to  the  nature  or  form  of  the  Government  that  might 
**  exift  in  that  country." 

Mr.  Chancellor  PITT  faid,  the  motion  which  had  been  broojit 
forward  by  the  right  honourable  gentleman  who  fpoke  laft,  amounted 
lo  Urtk  Jefsthan  negativing  the  addrefs,  and  ujX)n  this  principle,  what 
had  previoufly  been  faid  by  the  noble  Lord  (iVIornington)  ex:iclly  re- 
ferred to  the  fubjcft  of  debate.  From  the  length  to  which  thedifcul- 
fipn  had  been  carried,  and  the  latenefs  of  the  hour,  it  Ti-as  impofliblc 
Ibr  him  to  gp  much  into  detail  ;  yet  in  circumflanccs  of  fuch  peculiar 
and  tranfcendent  importance  as  the  prefent,  thoi'gh  he  could  add  little 
more,  in  point  of  argument,  to  what  had  already  been  fo  ably  and 
fully  fVatcd  by  his  noble  fricnd»  he  confidered  it  as  itK:umbent  on  him 
cxprcfefy  to  deliver  his  opinion  on  ieverial  points  which  had  been  urged 
by  the  right  honourable  gentleman.  He  ftill  confidercd  it  as  nccefiary, 
ia  thfi  picfcnt  ftagc  of  the  qucltion,  to  refer  to  the  orij^inal  grounds 
upon  vrhich  the  war  had  been  undertaken.  The  honourable  gentle- 
man on  the  other  fide  had  told  them  that  thefe  were  of  little  confe- 
•quencc  ;  and  had  infifted,  that  a  fecure  and  honourable  tcrminatioii 
of  the  war,  was  the  only  pcjint  which  ought  now  to  occupy  their  dif- 
cufHon.  But  it  became  more  nccefiary  to  refer  to  thefe  original 
grounds,  as  while  the  prefent  fyftcm  amrinued,  tljere  was  no  proba- 
bility for  any  fuch  termination  in  the  prefent  moment.  In  recurrirg 
then  t6  the  principles  on  which  they  fet  out,  it  would  appear  that  the 
prefent  wir  hud  n'xc  been  hallily  and  rafhly  engiigod  inj  but  after  due 
deliberation  and  mnture  convicVKin.  It  had  been  the  opinion  of  the 
nwjority  of  that  Houfe,  and  of  the  great  body  of  the  iKitioa,  tl\at  it 
was  un<iertaken  ujxin  grounds  ftriclly  defcnfivc ;  and  that  the  aviion 
•were  equally  compelled  to  engage  in  it  by  the  obliguions  of  duty,  and 
tlic  urgcocj*  of  ncceflity.  An  honourable  gentleman  has  alked — 
would  not  wc  have  engaged  in  the  war,  even  if  France  had  not  pre- 
viouflv  declared  ajnin.l:  us?  To  this  he  would  anfwcr,  what  he  had 
blifcuion  alfertcd,  Ttnuifwedid  not  receive  fatisfa^^tion  for  pafti'v 
juries,  and  feeurity  widi  rcfpedl  to  the  futute,  moft  certainly  we  would. 
F  rom  the  conduct  of  France,  the  \\ar/  in  whatever  form  it  appeared, 
could  only  be  confidercd  as  ag^reflivc  on  thtir  part.  As  to  what  were 
|he  objects  of  the  wa^in  the  tirft  infiai\oc,  tl\ey  liad  frequently  been 
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btsQ^t  forvnrd  in  the  courfc   of  laft   fcffion,  and  had  again  in  the 
prdcnt  debate  been  ftated  by   his  ncfele  friend   (Lord  MomingtonK 
Thcfc  objects  were — firft,  that  the  fyftcin  adopted  by  the  French  had 
developed  principles  dcftructive  to  the  general  order  of  focicty,  and 
Lbvcifivc  of   all  regular  government.     Secondly,  that  tlic   French 
ihcmiclvos,  witli  a  view,  no  doubt,  of  extendi ug  their  fyftem,  had 
tafi  guilty  of  ufiirpations  of  the  tcnitoiy  of  other  States.      Thirdly, 
liiat  they  had  difcovered  hoftile  intentions  •ci'^^ainfc  Holland.    Fourthly, 
that  they  had  difclolcd  views  of  aggrandiament  and  ambition  entirely 
r«ew  in  extent  and  importance,  and  menacing  in  tlieir   progrefs   not 
only  rhc  independence  of  this  rountrjs  but  the  fccurity  of  Europe,— — 
UnU-fe  it  can  fcc  flicT^-n,  that^^x!  wcic  originally  miftakcn ;  that  thcfc 
wtie  not  proper  objects  of  conteft  ;  or  thin  thcfc  objects  are  already 
giincd  ;  the  obligaricns  and  ncccfnty  vhich  originally  induced  us  to 
tr/dnrtakc  the  war,  operate  with  equal    force  at  the  prcfent  moment. 
la  that  cife,  even  fuppofing  iliat  difappcinttncnt  and  difficulty  had 
occnrrcd  in  the  profccuiion  of  the  war,  they  ought  to  have  no  other 
cixt  than  to  infj-ire  us  wiih  addiiicfnal  vigour,  and  ftimulatie  us  to 
Hfw-  exertions-      1  hougli  not  infcnfiblc  to  any  failure  or  mifcarriagc 
that  mi-^ht  be  afculjed  to  the  mifconduct  of  th.fe  emjloyed  in  con- 
<i3Ctirig  the  operations  of  the  war,  yet  thcfc  could  not  at  all  affect  the 
^mcral  queftion,  even  if  their  ccnduct  had  as  much  demerit  as  had 
iKcn  ftattd  by  the  honounible  gentleman  on  the  otiier  fide.     However 
LT'iicaiant  he  or  his  colleagues  n-ight  feel  from  that  peculiar  'fituation 
of  re^nfibility  in  which  they  (iood,  that  was  no  reafon  why  thertf 
Cwuki  be  any  alteration  in  the  fcntimcnts  of  the  country.     If  thofe 
diiappointmentt.  and  difficulties  arofe,  not  from  the  nature  of  the  con- 
^,  but  from  the  mifcondu^ft  of  thofe  entrufted  with  die  management 
rf public  affiiirs,  the  nation  were  not  therefore  to  be  difcouragcd  in 
the  careei  of  exwtion,  and  to  fhrink  from  the  difcharge  of  their  duty. 
If  thofe  perfons  who  condu<^\ed  His  Majefty's  councils  were  unequal 
'*^  taflc,  let  us  not  think  fo  meanly  of  the  aLiliiies  of  the  country^ 
=stofuppofe  that  du-Te  are  not  others  of  fuperior  talents,  without  re- 
Wing  to  die  few  individuals  who  have  ever  fmce  irs  commencement 
&jTacd  principles  inimical  to  the  war-     Suiely  it  is  not  neccffary 
to  %pofe,  that  all  the  abilities  of  the  nation  were  cxclufively  mono- 
polized by  diofc  individuals.     But  if,  on  the  other  hand,  the  diffi- 
^  was  afcribcd  to  the  nature  of  the  conteft  itfclf,  which,  however, 
^  fhoidd  much  nx>rc  regret,  then  would  the  argument  with  refpcil 
'^thcmifcondue'iof  Miniftcrsi  or  of  thofe  concerned  in  conducing 
^l^caSivcopcTationsof  the  war,  be  much  weakened.     He  would  now 
P'Kwd  briedy  to  take  a   view  of  the  different  ftages  in  >vhich  die 
fJcSbil  of  the  war  had  been  debated.     At  die  coucluiion  of  laft  Sef- 
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fion,  he  had  placed  its  termination  upon  ty'^o  circumfianccs.      Firrt", 
the  being  able  to  procure  a  peace  upon  terms  likely  to  render  it  fccurc 
and  permanent ;  and,  fccondly,  an  indemnit}'  fuitablc  to  the  expencxr 
which  the  nation  fhould  have  incurred  in  carrj'ing  on  the  war.      He 
had   therefore,  in  the  debate  at  the  conclufion  of  laft  fcflion,   held 
out  as  a  means,  not  only  of  anno)'ing  the  enemy,  but  of  fecurin^ 
thofe  dcfirable  ends,  the  propriet)'  of  an  interference   in  the  internal 
government  of  France.     Not  that  he  had  abfolutely  infifted  upon    an 
entire  fubverfion  of  that  government ;  he  had  al\\-ays  afferted  that  if  a 
peace  could  be  made  out  upon  terms  of  fecurity  to  this  countn%   no  eon- 
fideration  of  the  deftable  characters  of  the  ruling  men  in  France, 
or  of  the  crimes  and  horrors  with  which  they  were  fuUicd,  ought  ta 
influence  this  country  to  rcjecl  fuch  terms.     The  honourable  gentle- 
man had  at  that  time  admitted  this  principle  to  be  right  both  in  point 
of  expediency  and  morality-     And  here   he  muft  advert  to  an  unfjJr 
mode  of  argument  which  had  been  employed  by  tlie  honourable  gen- 
tleman.    He  had  endeavoured  to  give  a  different  turn  to  fentiments, 
by  confounding  the  j^eriods  at  wliich  they  were  brought  forward.— 
When  tlie  flrict  neutrality  obfcrved  by  this  countrv',   witli  refpedl  to 
France,  had  been  mentioned  jn  His  Majcftv's  fpcech,  no  injury  had 
then  been  received  from  France.     When  circumftances  altered,    the 
fame  fentiments  could  no  longer  apply.      If  a  foreign  country,  divided 
into  two  parties,  difcovercd  hoftile  intentions  with  refpeft  to  a  nation, 
it  would  furely  be  perfectly  fair  in  that  nation  to  endeavour  to  oppofc 
thofe  parties  to  one  another  ;  efpecially  if  the  continuance  x)f  a  fyftcm 
was  the  ground  of  that  enmity,  an  interference  to  dcftroy  that  fyftcm 
was  particularly  juflifiable.      Such  was  the  precife  ftate  of  the  cafe  be- 
tween France  and  this  country.     Laft  year  this  interference  had  been 
avowed  and  admitted  as  a  ground  of  a6\ion,  and  its  propriety  could 
not  furely  be  now  denied.     Since  laft  year,  a  new  fcenc  had  prefcnt- 
cd  itfclf,  more  eventful  and  extraordinary  even  than  thofe  which  had 
formerly  been  exhibited.     However  the  horrors  and  crimes  which 
liad  taken  place  in  former  periods*  of  the  revolution  might  have  ex- 
ceeded all  expe6lation,  and  tranfeended  even  the  utmoft  ftrctch  of 
imagination,  they  now  appeared  only  to  have  paved  the  way  for  frcfti 
horrors  and  accumulated  crimes,  beyond  whatever  fancy  could  have 
feigned  or  fear  conceived.     Things  have  now  come  to  fuch  a  crilis, 
that  he  had  no  difficullv  to  declare,  Uiat  while  that  fvftem  continued^ 
peace  was  lefs  defirable  to  him  than  a  war,  under  any  circumflanccs  of 
difaftcr  M'hich  he  could  poflibly  imagine.     Not  that  he  would  contend 
that  the  mere  abhorrence  of  crimes,  that  the  mere  deteftation  of  cha- 
rafter,  except  direftly  bearing  upon  our  own  fafctyy  could  conftitutc 
any  rcafons  why  we  (hould  engage  in  a  war  j  but,  in  the  prcfent  in- 
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ftancc,  the  reafbning  of  his  noble  friend  directly  applied.  That  rea- 
foning  had  gone — firit,  to  (hew  the  horror  and  enormity  of  the  f)'ftem 
rhich  now  pre\'ailed  in  France  :  fecondly,  the  danger  of  the  exten- 
fion  of  that  fyftcm,  if  not  fpeedily  and  efFeSually  refifted  :  thirdly,  the 
mcafurcs  which  were  employed  for  the  purpofe  of  extending  that  fyf- 
ton :  fourthly,  the  profp6Sts  of  fuccefs  which  we  derive  from  the  very 
nature  of  thofe  meafures,  in  our  attempts  to  crufn  the  progrcfs  of  that 
fyftcin  :  and  fifthly,  that  the  fuccefs  of  thofe  attempts  depends  ujxjn 
the  vigorous  continuahce  of  our  warlike  efforts;  and  that  the  circum- 
fianccs  cf  the  cafe  were  fuch,  as,  in  the  prefent  moment,  entirely 
predaded  all  ncgociation.  The  fpecch  of  his  noble  friend  had  been 
ttiled  declamatory  ;  upon  what  principle  he  knew  not,  except  that 
every  effort  of  eloquence,  in  which  the  moft  forcible  reafoning  was 
ada-ned  and  fuppcrted  by  all  the  powers  of  language,  was  to  be  brand- 
ed with  the  cpidict  of  declamation.  The  propofitions  which  he  had 
brou^t  forward,  had  been  urged  not  in  a  vague  and  general  way— - 
Aey  had  been  fupported  by  ftrong  fadts. 

The  hiflory  'of  the  rulers  of  Fiance  had  been  taken  from  their 
own  mouths,   from  records  written  under  their  infpedtion,  and  decrees 
faidioned  by  their  authority.     From  the  nature  of  their  government, 
there  could  be  no  dependance  on  the  charaflers  of  whom  it  was  com- 
pofed.     The  ihifting  of  perfons  took  place  like  the  ftiifting  of  fcenes, 
bat  this  change  of  perfons  produced  no  alteration  in  the  condudl  of  the 
dnuna,   the  principles  and  proceedings  flill  continued  the  fame,    or 
only  were  diftinguiftied  in  their  progrefs  by  increafed  gradations  of 
cnonnity.     On  the  21ft  of  May,  a  new  government,  more  dreadful 
in  its  character,  and  more  fatal  in  its  efFedts,  than  any  which  preceded 
if,  had  taken  place — this  was  the  Revolutionary  Government.     My 
Qoble  friend  began,  by  itating,  that  one  of  the  leading  features  of  this 
Government  was  the  abolition  of  religion.     It  will  fcarcely  be  ftatcd, 
that  this  ftep  could  tend  only  to  affedl  opinions,  and  have  no  influence 
upon  the  conduct  of  a  nation.     The  extinftion  of  religious  fentiment 
^asonly  intended  to  pave  the  way.  for  the  introduflion  of  frefh  crimes, 
and  entirely  to  break  afunder  thofe  bands  of  fociety  which  had  been  al- 
ready loofened.     It  was  intended  dnly  to  familiarize  the  mind  with 
gailt,  and  by  removing  the  obftacle'of  fear,  to  relieve  it  from  the  rc- 
findnts  of  confcience.     Infid^iry,  as  my  noble  friend  remarked^  wa$ 
only  meant  to  go  hand  in  hand  with  infurreflion.     A  fecond  meafurc 
of  this  Revolutionary  Governnlent  was  the  deftruftion  of  property,  a 
precedent  which  tended  not  lefs  to  deftroy  all  ideas  of  juftice  tharti^ 
former  to  extinguifh  all  fentimcnts  of  piety.     Not  Icfs  dcteftable  ^s 
fceircondud  in  their  mode  of  infliiiing  pimifliments— a  mode  which 

took  away  from  th^  accufcd  all  privilege  of  defence,  and  from  their 
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trials  even  the  appearance  of  legal  forms.     All  thefe  crimes,   how- 
ever, they  contrived  to  convert  intofourccs  of  revenue.      From  the 
pillage  of  the  churches — from  the  deftruftion  of  property — from  die 
conSfcation  of  the  cfFefts  of  thofe  who  were  condemned,  they  derived 
the  means  for  conducing  their  military  operations.     They  puflied 
every  refourcc  to  its  utmoft  extent ;  as  for  Lnftance,  the  unbounded  cir- 
culation of  aflignats,  and  the  impofition  of  a  forced  loan.     What  can 
be  expedled  from  a  fyftcm  ading  upon  fuch  principles,  and  fupportcd 
by  fuch  rcfourccs  ?     Refources  fo  dcfpcrate  afford  in  themfclvcs  the 
mod  certain  fymptoms  and  indications  of  the  approaching  decay  of 
that  fyflem  with  which  they  arc  conneded.      If  then  fuch  be  the  fyf- 
tcm, if  fuch  ^he  means  of  its  fupport ;  and  if  France  in  confequence 
has  during  thefe  few  months  experienced  a  degree  of  diftreis,   the 
greatcft  perhaps  ever  known  in  any  country  during  the  fame  fpace  of 
time,  what  profpecl  can  there  be  of  either  (lability  or  permanence  to 
thc^prcfcnt  order  of  things  r      Can  it  be  fuppofcd  to  reft  on  that  fbmc- 
thing  approaching  to  inftincl ;  that  fpirit  of  enthufiafm  which  has  been 
fo  highly  extolled  by  the  gentlemen  on  the  other  fide  ?     What  can  we 
think  of  the  probability  of  the  duration  of  a  fyftcm  which  has  fcnt  as 
many  fufpcdtcd  jjcrfons  to  the  prifon  or  fcaffold,  as  it  has  fcnt  recruits 
to  the  ficfd  r     But  it  has  been  urged,  that  the  French  have  diftinguifh- 
rd  themfclvcs  in  the  field  ;  nor  will  it  be  denied,  that  independently 
of  any  other  circumftance,  the  fpirit  of  a  people  called  forth  by  the 
iinpulfc  which  adfs  fo  ftrongly  in  fuch  a  fituation,  may  have  die  cScA 
to  make  them  brave  in  the  moment  of  aftiorv.     But  their  efforts  arc 
merely  the  rcfult  of  a   fyftcm  of  reftraint  and  oppreflion,    the  moll 
ttrrlblc  and  gigantic,  that  has,    perliaps,  ever  exifted.     They  arc 
com[x:llcd  into  the  field  by  the  terror  of  the  gullhflne — they  are  fup- 
|)ortcd  there  only  by  thofc  rcfourccs,  which  their  dcfpcrate  fituation 
affords  ;  and  in  thefe  circumflanccs  what  can  be  the  dependence  on  the 
fteadiriols  of  their  operations,   or  what  rational  profpwft  can  there  be 
of  tViC  permanence  of  their  exertions  ?     On  tl\is  ground,  the  more 
monftrous  and  terrible  the  fyftcm  has  bccomcy  the  greater  is  the  pra- 
babillty  that  it  will  be  fpcedily  overthrown.      From  the  nature  of  the 
mind  of  man,  and  tlie  neceffary  progrefs  of  human  affairs^  it  is  im- 
pofliblc  that  fuch  a  fyftcm  can  be  of  long  duration  v  and  furely  no  event 
can  be  looked  for  more  defirable  than  a  deftruCtionof  that  fyftcm  which 
at  prcfcrtt  exifts  to  the  mifery  of  France,  and  the  terror  of  Europe. 
As  to  die  qucllion'of  the  honourable  gentleman,  continued  the  Chan- 
cellor of  the  Exchequer^  whether  I  am  never  to  make  peace  wi:h  the 
Jacohios,  it  is  extremely  difficult  to  anfwer,  and  it  would  be  neither 
prudtnt  nor  rational  in  me  to  give- him  any  definitive  reply  ia  the  prc- 
fent  moment.      It  is  a  qL*cftion,  tlic  folution  of  wliich  muil  dcpent^ 
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upon  a  combination  of  events.     As  circumftances  may  vary,  a  difFc- 
rcnt  line  of  conduct  muft  neceffarily  be  purfucd  ;  nor  would  k  be  pro- 
per to  bind  up  my  diforetion  to  adl  with  a  regard  to  thofc  contingen- 
CCS  that  may  arifc  by  p' edging  myfelf  at  prefcnt  to  one  fct  of  meafures. 
In  tfic  prefcnt  circumftances,   I  have  no  hcfitation  to  declare,  that  I 
would  rather  choofe  to  perfevere  in  the  war,  even  amidft  the  worftjdif- 
ailcrs,  and  fhouid  deem  fuch  a  conduct  rnucli  more  fafc  ?.nd  honour- 
able, than  to  conclude  a  peace  with  the  ruliiig  powers  in  France  on 
their prdent  fyftem.     The  queftion  of  purfuin^  the  w:ir  muft,  in  every 
inftanse,  depend  upon  the  convenience  with  v.hich  it  can  be  carried 
onto  ourfclvcs,  and  of  that  you  muft  be  bcft  qualified  to  judge.      On 
thi«  great  and  interefting  crifis,   I  have  no  hctiration  to  ftate,  that  I 
Ihould  think  myfelf  deficient  in  point  of  candour,  if  I  did  not  moft  un- 
equivocally declare,  that  the  moment  will  never  come,  when  I   v  ill 
not  think  any  alternative  preferable  to  that  of  making  peace  with 
France,  upon  the  fyftem  of  its  prefcnt  rulers.     The  queftion  I   do 
not  now  mean  to  argue  at  large,  both  from  the  very  advanced  hour, 
and  fiom  the  full  difcufTion  which  it  has  already  received.      I  fhall 
only  touch  on  one  or  two  points  which  have  been  brought  forward  by 
the  honourable  gentleman  in  the  eoarfe  of  his  argument.     His  motion 
is  certainly  couched  in  very  general  terms,  and  fuch  as  might  take  in 
every  thing  that  I  have  contended  for.      It  recommends  to  his  Ma- 
jcfty  to  conclude  a  peace  whenever  it  can  be  done  upon  fafe  and  ad- 
vantageous terms,  without  any  reference  to  the  nature  and  form  of  Go- 
^lenmient  which  may  exift  in  France.      I  likewife  am  of  opinion,  that 
a  fafe  and  advantageous  peace  ought  to  be  concluded  ;  but  that  the 
Security  and  benefits  of  that  peace  muft  depend  upon  the  cftablifhrncnt 
of  a  government  effcntially  different  from  the  prefcnt :  but  thougli  the 
tnotion,  from  the  general  terms  in  which  it  is  exprcffcd^  is  calculated 
to  gain  no  precife  objedt,  it  is  yet  capable  of  doing  much  mifchief.     It 
means  and  fays,  that  this  Houfe  entertains  fentiments  different  from 
thofc  expreffcd  by  His  Majefty  in  his  fpeech.      It  holds  out  to  our  al- 
lies that  they  are  no  longer  to  confider  us  as  eager  in  the  caufe,  or  act- 
ing upon  the  principles  in  which  we  embarked  along  with  them ;  while 
it  muft  impart  encouragement  and  confidence  to  our  enemies.     The 
fconourable  gentleman  has  faid,  that  a  treaty  with  the  French  Govern- 
ment would  afford  us  as  good  a  fecurit)''  for  the  continuance  of  peace 
as  that  which  we  derived  from  the  treaty  of  Ryfwick  or  Utrecht.     He 
thrn,  in  his  ufual  way,  entered  into  a  declamation  againft  Kings,  and 
tiidthat  we  might  glace  equ^l  dependance  on  the  good  faith  of  the  pre- 
fcnt govemment<5f  Francci  as  on  that  of  the  Court  of  Louis  XIV. 
This  I  exprefsly  deny ;  and  I  affirm,  that  had  that  King  even  fuc- 
^dcd  in  He  ambiltous  projefts  to  their  full  extent,  idiat  we  fliould 
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then  have  fuiFered  might  have  been  ccmfidcred  as  a  deliverance  com* 
pared  with  what  muft  be  the  confequence  of  fuccefs  attending  the  pre- 
fent  French  fyftem.  All  the  fplendor  of  his  Court,  all  the  abilities 
of  his  Generals  and  difcipline  of  his  armies,  all  the  great  exertions 
which  he  was  enabled  to  make,  proceeded  from  a  high  fentixnent  of 
honour.  The  excrcife  of  that  power  which  he  pofleffcd,  however  di- 
reSed  to  the  purpofes  of  his  ambition,  was  regulated  by  certain  prin- 
ciples, and  limited  within  certain  bounds.  No  fuch  principles  aduatc 
the  conduft  of  the  prefent  French  rulers.  Thej'  have  contrived  to 
banifhall  lelri'inls,  ani  with  an  ambition  more  infatiable,  they  have 
at  their  difpofal,  means  of  deftrudtion  much  more  formidable  than  that 
monarch  ever  pofleffcd  in  the  plenitude  of  his  power.  The  honour- 
abb  gentleman  has  inaccurately  fiated,  that  I  attach  the  fame  degree 
of  impr.rJance  to  the  reftoration  of  monarchy  in  France  as  to  the  dc- 
ftruilion  of  the  prefent  fyftem. 

This  is  by  no  means  the  cafe :   I  attach  importatKe  to  the  reftora- 
tion of  monarchy,  from  an  opinion  that  in  the  prefent  ftate  of  France, 
fome  fettlf^d  form  (hould  take  place,  in  which  the  greater  part  of  the 
people  may  be  difpofcd  to  concur.     The  ancient  government  I  confidcr 
as  affording  th.^  bcil  mateiials  upon  wiiich  they  could  work  in  intro- 
ducing an/  change  into  the  fabric  of  their  conftitution      £e(ides,  as  I 
have  th(>i.ght  it  incumbent,  in  any  interference  which  I  propofed,  in 
the  in*ei  »ui  ^iiT^iis  of  that  country,  to  confult  chiefly  the  happinefs  of 
the  people,  Monnrchy  appeared  to  mc  the  fyftem  moft  friendly  to  their 
true   intertiis.      In  iinother  rtfj)e<Sl,  the  honourable  gentleman  has 
mifrcprcfcnted  me,  by  stating  the  reftitution  of  Monarchy  as  an  event 
which  muft  n cceirDrih;  be  preceded  by  the  conqueft  of  France.      I 
confider  Monarchy  only  as  the  ftan^ard  under  which  the  people   of 
Frince  might  be  unitt  d,  the  more  efpecially  as  it  is  that  form  of  go- 
vern! v.*  *nt  which  ir.y  ivA^lc  friend  has  proved  to  be  moft  agreeable  tt> 
the  v.iiliCs  of  I  wo- thirds  of  the  inhabitants  :  but  it  has  been  faid,  that 
even  the  recft.iblifhmcnt  of  Royalty  woald  afford  us  no  additional  fe- 
curity  for  the  permanence  of  peace,  and  that  the  French  would  liill  be 
equally  fornndable  to   tliis  country.      It  is,  however,  furely   a  wild 
and  cxtravag.?iu  afferrion,  that  the  monarchy  of  France,  ftripped  as 
it  would  then  be  of  much  of  its  power,  and  diminiflied  in  its  revenues, 
fliould  be  as  fi^rmidablc  as  a  fyftem  which  has  proved  itfelf  to  be  more 
dangerous  than  monarchy^  ever  was  in  the  plenitude  of  its  power  and 
the  height  of  its  grcatnefs.     But  there  is  one  part  of  the  argument  of 
my  ncblc  friend  to  wiiich  I  muft  particularly  call  your  attention,  and 
which,  independcndy  of  every  other  confideration,  precludes  even  the 
poffibility  of  our  treating  with  France  in  the  prefent  moment ;  a  de- 
cree has  been  paiTcd  by  the  Convention,   forbidding  to  treat  with  any 
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cncmj  till  Aej  ihsdl  have  evacuated  the  territories  of  die  Republic  ; 
and  oa  the  i  idi  of  April  it  was  again  decreed,  that  thofe  perfons 
ibould  be  punifhcd  ^ith  death  who  ihould  propofe  to  treat  with  an^ 
power  which  (hould  not  have  prcvioufly  acknowledged  the  indepen- 
dence of  the    French  nation,  and  the  unity  and  indivifibility  of  the 
RepubUc,  founded  upon  Liberty  and  Equality.     Thus,  by  any  pro- 
foiA  to  treaty   we  fhould  not  only  incur  the  difgrace  of  the  moft  abjed 
hunyiiation,   but  abfolatcly  pur  ourfdves  at  ttwir  mercy,  and  fubjeft 
ourfclves  to  the  ncceffity  of  receiving  any  terms  which  they  might  be 
difpofed  to  didlate.     Are  you  then  to  withdraw  your  armies,  to  de- 
prive yourfelf  of  the  co-operation  of  your  allies,  to  foregd  all  your  ac- 
quiiitiuns^  to  give  up  Conde,  Quefnoi,  Tobago,  Fort  Louis,  all  the 
£adories  in  the  EaA  Indies.     Are  you  to  abandon  all  thefe  acquifi- 
dons,  the  rewards  of  your  pad  labours,  and  the  pledges  of.  your  fu- 
tarc  fucccfs  r      Should  you  confent  to  do  all  this,  (hould  you  even 
hailca  to  fend  an  AmbaiTador  to  treat  with  the  Convention,   and  the 
ri^  honourable  gent'cmm  (Mr.  Fox)  I  believe  on  a  formzv  occafionvo- 
lunteercd  himfelf  for  that  fervice,  you  not  only  mud  acknowledge  rhe 
amity  and  indivifibility  of  the  French  Republic,  but  you  muft  do  fo  in 
their  own  way.     You  muft  acknowledge  it  as  founded  on  Liberty  and 
Equality.      You  muft  fubfcribe  to  the  whole  of  their  code,  and  by 
this  ad  fan6\ion  the  depofttion  of  your  Sovereign,  and  the  annihilation 
<f  your  Le^flature.     It  may  be  faid,   that  they  would  not  inlift  upon 
all  this  to  its  full  extent ;   but  of  this  I  can  have  but  little  confidence, 
when  I  compare  their  paft  declarations  and  their  condudf .     To  what- 
ever pitch  of  extravagance  they  may  have  reached  in  what  they  have 
Wd,  they  have  always  outftript  it  by  what  they  have  d6ne.     The  ab- 
furdity  of  their  expreifions  has  in  every  inftance  been  furpaffcd  by  the 
outrages  of  ihcir  condud ;  nor  can  we  have  any  hopes  of  mote  modc- 
ntion  from  any  change  of  parries.     In  all  revolutions  that  have  hi- 
therto taken  place,  the  firft  recommendation  to  favour  has  bren  hofti- 
lity  to  England.     The  moft  violent  party  have  always  prcdominnted. 
The  Icadii^  feature  in  their  charadler  at  prefent  is  a  fpitit  of  military 
cnicrprifc,  exerted,  not  for  the  purpofes  of  ambition,  but  every  where 
fpreadii^  in  its  progrefs,  terror  and  dcfolation.     We  are  called  in  the 
prefinit  age  to  witnefs  the  political  and  moral  phenomenon  of  a  mighty 
and  civilized  people,  formed  into  an  artificial  horde  of  banditti,  throw- 
ing off  all  the  rcftr.aints  which  have  influenced  men  in  focial  life,  dif- 
I^ying  a  favage  valour  direded  by  a  fanguinar)'^  fpirit,  forming  rapine 
and  dcftrudion  into  a  fyftem,  and  perverting  to  their  deteftable  pur- 
pofes, all  the  talents  and  ingenuity  which  they  derived  from  their  ad- 
vanced ftage  of  civilization,   all  the  refinements  of  art,  and  the  difco- 
vcrics  of  fcience.     We  behold  them  uniting  the  utmoft  favagenefs  and 
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ferocity  of  dcfign  with  confummate  contrivance,  and  (killed  in  execu- 
tion, and  fcemingly  engaged  in  no  lefs  than  a  confpiracy  to  extermi- 
nate from  the  face  of  the  earth  all  honour,  humanity,  juftice,  and 
religion.  In  this  ftate,  cart  there  be  any  queftion  but  to  rcfift,  f^'here 
tcfiftance  alone  can  be  effedual,  till  fuch  time,  as  by  the  blcfling  of 
Providence  upon  our  endeavours,  we  (hall  have  fccurcd  the  indepen- 
dence of  this  country',  and  the  general  intercfts  of  Europe.  It  cannot 
be  doubted,  that  there  are  many  other  points  brought  forward  by  the 
honourable  gentleman  with  refpeft  to  the  condu6l  of  tlic  campaign, 
and  the  treatment  of  neutral  powers,  which  I  am  extremely  anxious  to 
meet,  but  into  which  the  latenefs  of  the  hour  forbids  me  to  enter.  My 
own  (hength,  as  well  as  the  patience  of  the  Houfe,  is  already  exhauft- 
cd  ;  and  I  the  more  willingly  poftpone  them  on  the  prefent  occalion,  as 
they  will  with  more  propriety  form  future  and  fcparatc  fubjccts  of  dif- 
eufTion, 

Mr.  FOX  requefted  the  Houfe  to  rccollc<?l,  that  he  had  never  of- 
fered to  undertake  an  cmbaffy  from  this  country  to  France ;  that  he 
could  afTure  the  Houfe,  he  had  never  offered  to  take  any  office  whieh 
nvDuld  fubjedl  bim  to  a  connexion  with  the  prefent  Adminiftration. — 
It  had,  indeed,  been  afferted  in  all  the  Mini fterial  prints,  that  he 
had  volunteered  himfclf  for  the  fervice  of  going  Ambaffador  to  France, 
but  he  gave  the  right  honourable  gentleman  too  much  credit  for  his 
good  fenfe,  to  fuppofe  that  he  believed  any  thing  upon  fuch  fufpicious 
authority*  Another  part  of  that  fyfVem,  which  the  underlings  of  the 
Minifter,  and  the  Minifler's  miferable  prints,  had  put  in  force  againft 
him  and  his  friends,  for  more  than  a  year,  was  to  reprefent  them  as 
tlie  friends  of  Briffot,  Petion,  &c.,  and  as  the  admirers  and  applaud- 
<rs  of  all  the  a<lHons  of  that  party.  He  was  neither  the  admirer  nor 
applaudcr  of  thefe  a6lions  ;  nor  did  he  exult,  as  a  right  honourable  gen- 
tleman fMr.  Burke)  had  done  laft  felTion,  in  the  probable  execution 
of  thofe  deputies,  and  particularly  of  Madame  Roland— 

Mr.  BURKE  denied  that  he  had  ever  exulted  in  the  probable  ex- 
ecution of  the  deputies,  or  of  Madame  Roland,  and  was  proceeding 
with  fome  farther  rgmarks  ;  but  the  Houfe  was  too  clamorous  for  the 
queftion,  to  allow  him  to  be  heard. 

The  Houfe  now  divided  ; 

For  the  addrcfs,  277;   Againft  it,  59,     Majority,  218^ 

The  Houfe  adjourned* 
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of  Commons,  on  the  2  if  January, 


William  Lee  Antonie,  Efq. 
Sir  John  Aubrey,  Barr.      — 
Hon.  Edward  Bouverie,      — 
J.  R.  Burch,  Efq.  — 

Gcf  rge  Byng,  El'q.  — 

]•  B.  Church,  Efq,  — 

T.  W.  Coke,  Efq.  — 

E.  Coke,  Efq.  — » 

W.  Colquhoun,  Efq.  — 

J.  Courtenay,  Efq.  ^  — 

T.C.  Crefpigny,  Efq.         — 
John  Crewe,  Efq.  — 

Hon.  Thomas  Erfkine         — 
SirH.  Fetherfionhaugh,  Bart.      — 
Sir  H.  Fletcher,  Bart.         — 
Right  Hon.  H.  R.  F it zpa trick, 
Hon. Ed.  Foley*  — 

Ralph  Milbarik'-,  Efq,         ^— 
R.  S.  Milnes,  Efq.  — 

Right  Hon.  Charles  James  Fox,   . 
Philip  Francis,  tfq.  — 

John  Harcourt,  E(q.  — 

James  Hare,  Efq.  — 

Filmer  Hon y wood,  Efq.     — 
Henry  Howard,  Efq.  — 

David  Howell,  Efq.  _ 

William  Hufley,  Efq.         — 
Jofeph  Jekyll,  Efq.  — 

Jjir  William  Lemon,  Bart. 
Colonel  Macleod,  — 

Hon.  Major  Maitland,        i— 
Sir  William  Mihier,  Bart. 
Dudley  North,  Efq.  — 

William  Plumer,  Efq.        — 
'^'.  Powlett,  Efq.  — 

SirM- W.Ridley,  Bart.     — 
Lord  WiUiam  Ruflell,         — 
Hon.  St.  Andrew  St.  John, 
W.  Cunliffc  Shaw,  Efq.      ~ 
R  B.  Sheridan,  Elq.  — 

Williani  Smith,  £4q.  — 

Henry  Speed,  Efq.  — i 

Wd  Robert  Spencer^  — - 

Chirk.  Sturt,  £f^.  «-^ 


Great  Marlow. 

Ciitheron. 

Northampton. 

Thetford. 

Middlefex. 

Wendover. 

Norfolk. 

Derby. 

Bedford. 

Tamworth, 

Sudbury. 

Chefliire. 

Portfmouth. 

Do. 

Cumberland. 

Taviftock. 

Worcefterfhire- 

Durham  County* 

York. 

Weft  minder. 

filechingly. 

llchefter. 

Ktiarefborough. 

Kent. 

Arundel. 

St.  Michael's. 

New  Sarum. 

Calne. 

Cornwall. 

Invemefs  Shire. 

Jedburg,  &c. 

York. 

Great  Grimfby. 

Hertford  {hire. 

Totnefs. 

Newcaftle. 

Surry- 

Bedfordfliire. 

Prefton. 

Stafford. 

Camel  ford. 

Huntingdon* 

Wareham.  - 

BridporUr 
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Colonel  Tarleton,  — 

M.  A.  Taylor,  Efq,  — 

1'homas  TlioroproiTy  Efq. 
Lord  Joh»«  i  o*. nfhcnd,      — 
Sir  Frederick  Vane,  Bart. 

B.  Vaughan.  Efq.  — 
Robeit  Vyner,  Liq.  — 
J.  Walwyn,  Efq.  — 

C.  C.  Weftem,  Efq.  — 
John  Wharton,  Efq,  — 
Samuel  Whithread,  jun.  Efq. 
Thojr.as  Whitmore,  Elq.  — 
Roger  Wilbraham,  Efq.  — 
Sir  Edward  Winnlngton,  Bart, 
tarl  Wycombe, 


Williaoi  Adam,  Efq. 
Charles  Grey,  Efq. 


Tellers, 


Liverpool. 

Poole. 

Evefham. 

Knarefborough. 

Winchelfea. 

Caine. 

Thirlk. 

Hereford.^ 

Maiden. 

Beverley. 

Bedford* 

Bridgenorth. 

Bodmyn. 

Droit  wich. 

Chipping  Wycombe; 

Rofbfliire. 
Noithumberland. 


Total,  6i. 
Wcdnejdayy   'lid  January. 

Lord  CLIFDEN  reported  from  the  Committee,  appointed  yeftcr- 
day  to  draw  up  an  -iddrefs  to  be  prcfentcd  to  His  Majcfty,  that  the  Ccm- 
mittee  had  drawn  up  an  addrcfs  accordingly,  which  Ihcy  had  diredcd 
bun  to  report  to  the  Houfe;  and  he  ifcad  the  fame  in  his  place,  and  af- 
terwards delivered  it  in  at  the  table,  where  the  fame  was  read,  and 
agreed  to  by  the  Moufe,  of  which  the  following  is  a  copy : 
Moft  Gracious  Sovereign, 

Wty  your  Mayfiys  moji  dutiful  and  loyal  fubjeBsj    Ae  Cmm&ifs  ^ 
Great  Britain,  in  Parliament  ajfimbledf  beg  leave  to  return  your  Ma^ 
jejiy  our  hurnble  thanks  y  fr  your  mofl  gracious  ffeech  from  the  throne. 

The  circumftances  under  which  we  are  ajjimbled  will  not  fail  to  com^ 
fnandour  moflferious  attention^  as  we  are  fenjible  thaty  on  the  iffue  of  the 
conteji  in  which  we  are  engaged^  depend  the  maintenance  of  our  ConJHtution^ 
lawsy  and  religion  y  and  the  fecurity  of  all  civil  fociety* 

IVe  have  obferveds  with  fatisfa^iony  the  advantages  which  have  been 
obtained  by-  the  arms  of  the  allied  fHnvers  in  different  parts  ^Europe,  anef 
the  change  which  has  taken  place  in  the  general Jituation  of  affairs  upon  the 
continent  fince  the  commencement  of  tin  war  ;  and  we  mujly  in  a  particular 
manrtery  congratulate  your  Majefiy  on  the  valuable  poffffons  which  have 
been  acquired  from  the  enemy;  on  the  undifputed fuperiority  atfeay  which 
has  enabled  your  Majijly  to  afford fuch  effe£fual  prote9ion  to  the  commerce 
(fyourfubje£is;  and- on  the  important  and  decijtve  blHv  wkid)  has  been 
given  to  the  ntival  power  of  your  enemiesy  under  circumfhmtes  which  rtjle^ 
the  highefl  honour  upon  the  conduct y  abilitieSy  andfpirit^  of  your  Majef" 
fy's  commanders^'  officers^  and  forces,  both'hy  fea  and  luti* 
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Thefjftcmfnm  which  our  'enemes  have  derived  the  jneans  of  temporary 
exertion^  founded  as  it  is  upon  the  violation  of  every  principle  of  jufiice^ 
humamty^  and  religion  j  evidently  productive  of  ifUernaJ  dif content  and  con- 
fufijR  in  France,  emd  tending  rapidly  to  exhaujl  the  natural  and  real 
ftrength  of  that  cmntryy  appears  to  prtve,  in  the  Jlrongeji  mannery  the  fie- 
ceffity  of  vigour  and  perjeverance  on  our  part  ^  afidto  afford  in  itfelf  a  jufi 
ixpeitatisn  (f  ultimate  fuccefs. 

We  myfi  undoubtedly  join  with  your  Majefiy  in  regretting  the  neeefj'ary 
continuance  of  the  war;  but  we  are  perfuaded  that  it  would  be  inconjifient 
with  tlye  ejfentiaiinterefis  of  your  Majejlysfubje£ls  to  look  to  the  reftoration 
tf peace  on  any  grounds  butfuch  as  may  provide  for  th-iir  permanent  fafety^ 
mdfr  the  independence  andfecurity  5/^  Europe  :  and  it  is  impofjibie  for  us 
fat  to  perceive  that  the  attainment  of  thefe  ends  is  obfiruBed  by  the  preva- 
I'nce  of  afyflem  in  France,  equally  incompatible  with  tht  happinefs  of  that 
CTuntrfy  and  with  the  tranjuillity  of  all  other  nations. 

We  acknowledge  your  Majefiy  s  goodnefs  in  having  direHed  to  be  laid  be- 
fsre  us  copies  of  the  declaration  which  your  Majejiy  has  thought  proper  to 
iffue^  and  alfo  of  thejeveral  conventions  and  treaties  which  your  Majefiy 
has  concluded. 

We  mofl  cordially  rejoice  that  your  Majefiy  hasfo  much  reafon  to  reflefl 
with  fatisfa^ion  on  the  fleady  loyalty  and  firm  attachment  to  the  eflablijhed 
Ccnjiitution  and  Government y  whichy  notwithjlanding  the  continued  efforts 
employed  to  miflcad  and  to  f educe y  have  beenfo  generally  prevalent  amongji 
aU  ranks  of  your  Majefiy  s  fubje£fs.  -The  zeal  and  alacrity  of  the  militia 
/j  provide  for  our  internal  defence  y  and  the  dijlinguijhed  bravery  andfpirit 
difplayedy  on  every  occafion^  by  your  Majejlys  force  Sy  both  by  fca  and  land y 
are  the  natural  rejult  of  thefe  fentimcntSy  and  might  well  be  expected  from 
a  braoe  and  free  peopky  animated  by  the  example  of  your  Majefiy  s  illuf- 
trious  progeny,  andfenfible  of  the  value  of  thofe  blejjings  which  it  is  the 
oljeB  of  all  our  exertions  topreferve. 

Althomgh  we  mufly  at  all  timesy  lament  the  necejfity  of  finy  additional 
hurdemsy  we  feel  it  our  indifpenfable  duty  to  make  ajpeedy  and  ample  provi* 
jivtfor  the  public fervice  ;  andwejball  endeavour  to  defray  thofe  expences 
which  the  exigencies  of  the  time  mujl  require^  infuch  a  manner  as  to  avoid^ 
0sfar  as  poffible^  anyprefjure  which  could  be  feverely  felt  by  the  nation. 

Your  Majefiy  may  be  affuredy  that  in  all  our  deliberations  we  can  never 
bfe  fight  of  the  true  grounds  and  origin  of  the  war.  We  have  been  called 
wfony  by  every  motive  of  duty  and  felfprefervationy  to  repel  an  attack  made 
upon  your  Majefiy  and  your  alliesy  founded  upon  principles  which  tend  to 
defiroy  all  property,  tojubvert  tbe  Urws  and  religion  of  every  civilized  na^ 
tiony  and  to  introduce  unhuerfally  that  wild  and  dffiru£iive  fyfiem  of  rapine, 
wiarchyy  and  impiety  y  the  effects  of  which,  as  they  have  already  been  mani* 
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fefiei  in  France^  fumijb  a  dreadful y  hut  ufefuly  Uffon  to  the  frtjeni  age^ 
and  to  poflerity, 

fVe  are  fenjible  that  the  difeontimianft^  or  relaxatron^  of  ourexertifms 
could  hardly  ft^ocure  e*i)en  ajhort  interval  ofdelujive  refofe^  and  could  never 
terminate  in  fecurity  or  peace;  and  we  trujl  that  all  your  M/fjeflysfuhjeff^y 
imprejjiduiith  the  neceffiiy  of  defending  whatever  is  mofidearto  thenty  and 
relying  with  confidence  on  the  valour  and  rcfources  of  their  cmntry^  on  the 
combined  efforts  of fo  large  apart  of  Europe,  and,  above  ally  on  the  in^ 
conteflibh  jufiice  of  their  caufcy  willfludy  to  render  their  conduct  a  contra fi 
to  that  of  their  enemeis ;  and  by  cultivating  and  pra^ifing  the  principles  "f 
humanityy  and  the  duties  of  religion y  vnll  endeavour  to  merit  the  continu- 
ance of  the  divine  favour  andproteSfiony  which  have  be$n  fo  emnentiy  ex- 
perienced  by  thefe  kingdoms,  ' 

Rcfcjived,  That  the  faki  ad^rcfs  be  prefcnted  to  His  Majcfty  by  the 
whole  Houfe. 

Ordered,  That  fuch  Members  of  this  Houfe  as  are  of  His  Majeftv  s 
moft  honourable  Privy  Council  do  humbly  know  His  Majefty*s  pleafure 
when  he  will  be  attended  by  this  Houfe. 

Mr.  FOX  faid,  that  two  days  previous  to  the  la(^  promgation  of 
Parliament,  certain  treaties  had  been  laid  before  the  Houfe  that  had 
been  cpnciuded  between  His  Majcfty  and  the  Courts  of  Pcterflburgh  and 
Sardinia.  He  rofe  now  to  remark,  that  as  no  opportunity  had  hitherto 
occurred  for  the  invcftigation  of  thofe  treaties,  fo  no  approbation  of  them 
could  be  inferred  from  their  filence.  He  wifhed  likcwifc  to  be  inform- 
ed whether  the  conlideration  of  thcfc  treaties  was  to  be  poftponed  to  ^c 
general  Committee  of  Supply,  or  to  be  difcuffed  on  a  day  feed  for  that 
purpofe/ 

Mr.  Chancellor  PITT  obftrved,  that  the  confideration  would  natu- 
xally  arife  during  the  fitting  of  the  Committee  of  Supply ;  if  any  gentle- 
man had  any  thing  particular  to  remark  on  either  of  the  treaties,  he 
would  ufe  his  own  difcrction  with  refpect  to  the  appointment  of  a  day 
fcr  that  purpofe. 

Mr.  FOX  remarked,  that  whenever  the  period  of  inquiry  arrived, 
^le  would  undertake  to  demonftrate  that  thofe  treaties  were  highly  ir^uri- 
ous  to  this  count!)',  if  not  totally  unprecedented  ;  and  that  the  Houfe  of 
Comnions  could  not,  confidently  with  its  duty  to  its  conftituents,  enable 
His  Majefty  to  fulfil  them.       *       ' 

The  Houfe  adjourned. 

Tburfdayy   X'l^dofyanuary., 

Lord  STOPFORD  reported  to  the  Houfe,  that  he  had  waited  upon 
His  Majcfty  to  know  when  he  would  be  pleafed  to  receive  the  Addrefsi  . 
to  which  His  Majcfty  graciou0y,  replied,  that  he  woMld  receive  the  ikmc, 
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« 

at  three  o'clock  this  day.  It  was  then  nx>ved  and  canicd,  that  the  Ad- 
drds  ihould  be  prefented  accordingly. 

Mr.  Chancellor  PITT  gave  noticei  that  he  fhould  move  the  Army 
Eftimatcs  in  the  Committee  of  Supply,  on  Wedncfday  next  \  and  fliould 
open  the  budget  on  Wediiefday  fe'nnight. 

The  SPEAKER,  attended  by  the  Members  who  were  prefentj  went 
up  to  St.  Jameses  with  the  Addrcfs  to  the  King. 

The  Houfe  adjourned. 

Friday ^   24th  yanuary* 

Received  a  mcffagc  from  the  Lords^  informing  the  Houfe  their  Lord* 
(hips  will  proceed  further  in  the  trial  of  Mr.  Hafcings^  oh  the  1 3th  day 
of  Fdjruarv  next. 

The  Houfe  in  a  Committee  refolvcd,  that  a  Supply  be  granted  to  His 
Mijdty  y  aikl  that  the  faid  rciblutions  be  reported  to  die  Houfe  on  Mon-« 
dav. 

The  SPEAKER  acquainted  the  Houfe,  that  in  purfuaiice  of  their 
WoliKion,  the  Addrefs  had  been  prefented  to  His  Majefty>  who  was 
gracKHifly  pleafed  to  exprefs  his  thanks  to  the  Houfe  for  their  loyal  ad- 
Jrds,  and  for  their  cordial  coincidence  with  His  Majefty's  wUhes  in  the 
^^miuance  of  the  War.     The  Houfe  adjourned. 

Mondaj  l^th  yanuaryx 

Mr.  ADAM  obferved  it  was  ncceffary  for  him  to  fay  a  few  words  on 
a  Subject  which  he  had  given  notice  of  in  the  laft  feflion  of  Parliament, 
«  he  was  now  under  the  necefiity  of  making  fome  alteration  in  die  form 
^thc  motion  which  he  had  intended  to  make;     The  Houfe  would  re- 
f'ilect  that  in  the  laft  feflion,  near  the  conclufion  of  it,  he  gave  notice 
^  early  in  diis,  he  (hould  bring  forward  a  motion  relative  to  the  Cri- 
minal law  of  Scotland^  under  a  Committee  of  the  whole  Houfe,  onv 
CouTts  of  juftice,  ot"  under  fome  fuch  form,  for  die  purpofe  of  affimi- 
l2ting  tf)c  criminal  law  of  Scotland  to  the  criminal  law  of  England.     He 
had  been  induced  tu  do  fo  in  the  laft  feflion  from  the  dien  recent  deciflon 
^  the  Houfe  of  Lords,  that  no  appeal  fhall  be  had  to  them  from  the 
AxUion  of  die  Court  of  jufdciary  in  criminal  cafes.     Since  that  period 
<^rtain  trials  in  Scotland  had  taken  place,  that  made  the  fubject  frill  more 
ncceflary  to  be  difcuflTed^  and  made  it  advifeable,  as  he  thought,  for 
Him  to  bring  the  queition  forward  in  a  different  form  from  that  in  which 
he  intended  originally  to  introduce  it :  at  that  time,  he  intended  to  move 
^  leave  to  bring  in  one  bill  to  give  an  appeal  from  the  criminal  Courts 
rf  Scotland  to  the  Houfe  of  Lords j  as  from  the  different  Courts  in  En- 
g^Jwd,  and  to  (xit  the  criminal  laws,  with  regard  to  appeal,  upon  the 
^  footing  in  both  countries.    He  intended  ajlfo  to  provide  in  the  fame 

Bb  a 
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bill,  that  crimes  and  miHemcanors  affecting  the  State  fliould  be  put  00 
the  fame  footing  in  both  countries ;  that  a  grand  Jury  (hould  be  had  in 
Scotland  in  the  fame  cafes  as  in  England  ;  and  to  put  the  power  of  thm. 
Lord  Advocate  of  Scotland  on  the  fame  footing  as  the  office  of  the  Attor- 
ney General  of  England.    That  the  proceedings  upon  contempt  of  Court 
fhould  be  the  fame  in  Scotland,  and  that  the  rule  (hould  be  the  faiTi« 
in  both  countries  for  the  examination  of  witncffes.    All  of  thefe  things^ 
he  intended  to  have  been  included  in  one  bill,  but  the  late  judgementa 
of  the  Court  of  Scotland  had  made  it  ncceffary  for  him  to  alter  his  plan 
of  proceeding  in  fomc  mcafure.     He  (hould  ftate  now  the  nature  of  tii« 
motion  which  at  prcfcnt,  he  intended  to  bring  forward.     He  (hould 
bring  forward  two  bills.    The  one  relative  to  the  queftion  of  appeal  from 
the  dccifion  of  the  Court  of  Jufticiary  in  Scotland  ;  the  other  for  afnmi' 
lating  the  criminal  law  of  the  two  countries.    For  that  purpofe,  he  (hould 
move  for  a  Committee  of  the  whole  Houfe,  in  the  nature  of  a  Com- 
mittee on  Courts  of  Jufrice.     But  though  he  (hould  bring  that  fub;cct 
forward  in  diat  form,  yet,  in  the  courfe  of  agitating  the  bill,  it  was  by 
no  means  improbable  Aat  he,  if  nobody  rife  (hould  db  fo,  might  nK>ve 
the  Houfe,  That  it  be  an  inftruction  to  the  Committee  to  infcrt  aclauie, 
giving  exprefsly  the  right  of  appeal  in  all  criminal  cafes  that  have  hap- 
pened in  the  Courts  of  Scotland  in  the  year  1793^  in  order  that  it  might 
be  determined  whether  the  late  decifions  of  that  Court,  in  fomc  recent 
cafes,  were  confiftent  with  law  or  not ;  and  then,  if  the  unfortunate  pcr- 
fons  who  are  now  enduring  the  judgement  of  the  Court  of  Jufticiary 
thought  themfclves  aggrieved,  fuch,  for  inftancc,  as  Mr.  Muir  and 
Mr.  Palmer,  and  others,  it  would  give  them  an  opportunity,  if  they 
fliould  think  fit  to  bring  the  matter  upon  which  the  whole  of  their  cafe 
turned  before  the  Lords  for  a  full  difcufTion  and  final  determination. 
This  appeared  to  him  highly  nccelTary  after  what  had  happened,  for 
moft  unqucftionably  the  public  mind  was  agitated  upon  this  fubject,  and 
therefore  it  (hould  now  be  difcufTed ;  and  there  would  be  no  mode,  in 
his  opinion,  (b  proper  as  dwt  which  he  propofed ;  and  therefore  it  was, 
•hat  in  giving  notice,  he  entered  fo  much  upon  the  fubject,  as  well  al fa 
as  that  he  might  not  be  accufcd,  when  tlie  difcuflfion  came  on,  of  giwng 
beyond  the  bill  of  which  he  had  already  given  nodcc.    Having  ftatcd  tlic 
nature  of  the  inftruction  he  (hould  move  to  be  pvcn  to  the  Cotrtmittec, 
the  motion  of  leave  to  bring  in  tiie  bill  he  was  ready  to  make  either 
now,  or  if  the  honourable  gentlemen  on  die  other  lide  of  the  Uoufe 
fhouglit  proper,  he  would  give  notice,  &c.  of  the  day  on  which  the  mo«- 
tion  (hould  be  made,  and  the  fubject  might  be  debated  or  the  bill  brought 
in,  and  die  difcu(rion  might  be  referved  for  the  time  of  his  moving  for 
mtroduction  to  the  Conimittce  of  the  whole  Houfe  to  admit  die  claufe 
tot  appeal,  in  all  cciminai  cafes  dctemuMd  in  die  (^om&  of  Scotland  \i\ 
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the  year  1793*     The  fubftwicc  of  the  firft  motion  was,  that  leave  be ' 
given  to  bring  in  a  bill  to  give  appeal  in  criminal  cafes,  from  the  Courts 
of  Scodand  to  the  Hoiife  of  Lords,  in  matter  of  law^,  &c. 

Mr.  Secretary  DUNDAS  faid  that  the  matter  and  propofition  had 

been  clearly  and  candidly  ftatcd  by  the  learned  and  honourable  gcntiCirran. 

He  faid  he  fhould  not  aiguc  the  matter  now,  as  he  undcrftood  a  future 

time  would  be  appointed  for  the  difcuffion  of  it.      It  had  been  obfcrvcJ 

that  a  certain  quefrion,  arifing  out  of  the  judgement  given  in  the  northern 

part  of  this  kingdom,  had  agitated  the  public  mtnd;  whenever  that 

<]id8(*n  came  for^-ard  he  fliould  be  nady  to  take  part  in  the  difcuffion. 

But  he  did  not  chcx)fe  to  fufFcr  this  ftage  of  the  bufinefs  to  pafs  widiout 

firing  diat  the  fentenccs  alluded  to  were  coipplcrely  founded  in  law^  and 

that  every  information  to  the  contrary  was  entirely  without  foundation. 

Mr.  FOX,  faid  he  (hould  have  thought  there  could  not  be  much  cA- 

jcttion  to  the  mode  of  proceeding  propofed  by  his  honourable  friend. 

The  bringir^  in  the  bill  was  to  bring  the  fubjcct  forward  for  difcuffion. 

Tlie  claufes  in  it,  or  the  whole  tcnour  of  the  bill  might  or  might  not  be 

proper.    The  fcntenee  of  the  Court  of  Jufticiary  might  or  might  not  be 

k;^,  might  be  judicious  or  otherwife.     Tht:fc  were  queftions  which 

WtTc  independent  of  the  legality  of  the  fentence  upon  which  the  debate 

upon  the  motion  for  fpecial  inftruction  to  die  Committee  might  arife,  or 

might  be  intended  to  be  moved  for,  and  would  come  properly  and  rcgu* 

larlv  before  the  Houfc  to  be  examined.      It  was  poffible,  for  inftance, 

tliat  diijfe  who  might  think  thcfe  judgements  perfectly  legal,  yet  might 

think  the  fubjcct  proper  for  a  bill.     There  might  be  thofe  who  thought 

that  aldiough  the  criminal  law  is  not,  yet  it  ought  to  be  the  fame  in  the 

itcrhem,  as  in  the  Southern  part  of  the  kingdom.      Whatever  might 

be  the  legality  of  thcfe  judgements,  of  this  he  was  fure,  that  thofe  who 

hod  any  refpcct  for  the  law  of  England,  and  wiflied  to  fee  it  refpected  by 

the  public,  could  not  wi(h  to  argue  thcfe  points  feparatc,  and  witliout 

reference  to  each  odicr. 

Mr.  Chancellor  PITT  diifcred  from  Mr.  Fox  upon  die  latter  part 
of  his  obfervation ;  for  he  thought  the  diftinct  points  to  which  he  alluded 
fcould  be  argued  feparately,  as  thofe  could  join  in  any  part  of  tlie  bill 
iyr  altering  the  law,  who  had  no  doubt  of  the  legality  of  the  late  judge- 
I  mcms,  if  the  alteration  was  not  to  proceed  upon  an  admiffion  of  fuch  lU 
legality.  He  wilhed  to  meet  the  difcuffion  upon  the  nature  of  the  pro- 
pyl alteration  of  the  law,  and  the  queftion  of  legality  of  die  judgemcntg 
alluded  to,  diftinct  and  fcparate. 

Mr.  SHERIDAN  declined  entering  into  any  difcuffion  of  the  quef- 
iH^n  of  legality  at  prefent ;  that  queftion  might  perhaps  turn  out  to  be 
uimecefiary,  for  poffibly  if  the  law  was  fo  now,  they  might  be  able  to 
prove  that  tlic  law  ought  not  any  longer  to  be  fo.  -    Having  faid  xhhf  he 
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could  not  help  cxprefiing  a  hope  that  the  gentlemen  who  ^'crc  now  fuf- 
fering  the  judgement  ffuch  as  it  was)  of  the  Couit  of  Scotland,  would 
nut  be  put  into  a  lituatiori  to  deprive  them  of  the  benefit  of  the  difpofitiun 
of  the  Houfe,  if  it  fhould  happen  to  be  in  favour  of  them; 

Mr.  Secretary  DUNDAS  faidj  the  Houfc  fhould  have  no  fuch  can- 
fidcix-e  againft  the  regular  coudc  of  law. 

Mr.  ADAM  in  a  few  words,  irl  explanation  of  l^hat  he  intended  to 
move#  (aid  that  he  had  endeavoured  to  make  it  clearly  undcrftucd  that 
his  intention  was,  upon  bringing  in  the  bill  for  an  appeal,  not  to  difcufs 
the  queftion  at  all  rcfpccting  the  late  trials ;  but  to  Contine  himfclf  ftrictJ y 
to  the  propriety  or  impropriet)'  of  giving  an  appeal.  As  he  confidcrcd 
that  the  proper  time  for  difcufling  the  trials  alluded  to,  would  be  when 
tlie  irtftnictioh  to  the  Committee  was  moved,  to  give  the  bill  a  retrofpcct 
to  the  year  1793. 

Mr.  SHERIDAN  faid  there  (hould  be  nothing  done  by  furprixe  on 
cither  fide  in  this  bufirtefs.  The  only  proper  way  would  be,  for  his 
honourable  friend,  after  the  fecoHd  reading  of  the  bill,  aiid  before  the 
cummitmcnt,  to  move  for  die  inllruction  to  the  Committee,  tlian  which 
nothing  could  be  mcSrc  regular* 

Mr*  ANSTRUTHER  objected  to  this  hiocJc  of  ptoceedirig;  what- 
ever his  honourable  friend  intended  to  move,  he  would  do  it  at  his  owri 
option,  he  would  do  it  to  day  or  to-morrow,  or  any  other  time,  tf  thd 
fcntenee  was  fuch  as  iliould  not  have  been,  and  could  not  legally  be  paf- 
fcd,  they  (hould  move  whatever  they  pleafed  upon  it,  and  when  they 
pleafed ;  but  a  notice  of  this  kind  ihould  not  have  produced  fo  many 
obfcrvations.  He  was  glad,  however,  that  the  whole  matter  \^'as  to  be 
dcliated  in  the  Houfc  of  Commons  j  it  was  more  regular  thati  any  other 
mode*  Nothing,  in  his  opinion,  could  be  more  clear  than  the  legality 
of  the  fentences  in  queftion.  But  fome  perfons,  upon  what  ground  ho 
could  not  tell,  had  fcattcred  abroad  fome  whifpers,  and  had  alledged 
many  things  tliat  could  not  fairly  be  difcufTal.  He  had  no  doubt  but 
tliat  the  whole  would  appear  to  be  completely  legal. 

Mr.  FOX  faid  he  knew  nodiing  of  any  whifpers  upon  tliis  or  any 
other  fulyect,  connected  with  his  duty  as  a  Member  of  that  Houfe.  He 
did  not  pretend  to  be  infalliable,  but  he  felt  no  difficulty  in  faying,  that, 
as  far  as  he  lutd  means  of  information  and  of  knowledge,  he  believed  the 
fentences  alluded  to,  to  be  illegal ;  but  he  was  not  quite  fure  he  was 
right.  But  he  had  little  difficulty  in  faying  th^Lt  prima  facie  thefe  fenten- 
ces were  illegal.  He  had  ftill  Icfs  difficulty  in  faying,  that  if  the  Court 
of  Jufdciary  in  Scotland  had  the  difcretionby  law  to  give  the  judgement 
they  had  given,  and  if  it  ^^as  even  prudent  to  give  it  at  the  time  it  was 
given,  (though  by  the  way  he  did  Hot  think  any  thing  like  it),  yet  in  hi^ 
mind,  diere  could  be  no  rcfpcct  for  the  laws  of  England  in  thbfc  wha 
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bd  the  care  of  the  execudve  government,  if  ihcf  put  itich  judgement 
info  execution.  He  knew  not  what  to  think  of  the  confidence  of  thcfo 
vbo  chofe  to  execute  a  fcntcnce,  upon  the  legality  of  which  there  was  a 
(kmbtf  upon  the  fevcrity  of  which  pofliWy  but  one  opinion,  and  all  this, 
bf  waj  of  anticipation  of  the  decifiiMi  of  Parliament,  for  that  would  bo 
the  cficct  of  putting  thofe  judgements  in  force,  before  the  determination* 
pf  Pariiamcnt  could  be  had.  He  had  too  much  relis^nce  on  the  candour 
of  the  ri^t  honourable  gentleman  (Mr.  Dundas),  to  whofe  care  the  ex- 
ecutive part  of  tliis  proceeding  chiefly  belonged ;  he  had  too  high  an  opi- 
ni:ii  of  his  good  fenfe,  his  knowledge  of  propriety,  his  fenfe  of  humanity^ 
and  his  love  of  juftice,  to  fuppoTe  that  he  would  place  thcfe  unhappy  perr 
ivis  in  a  iituation  where  the  determination  of  Pariiamcnt  might  be  of  no 
ufc  to  them. 

Mr.  Chancellor  PITT  faid,  that  he  was  aware,  that  oti  an  tntimatton 

or  notice  of  this  kind,  it  was  far  from  advifcable  to  enter  at  any  length 

upm  die  fubjec^,,and  yet  it  was  impoiTible  to  abftain  from  a  word  or  two 

upon  what  was  juft  advanc^.    He  would  not  anticipate  now  what  his 

opinion  finally  may  be  uppn  the  expediency  of  a  greater  fimilarity  in  the 

(node  of  judicial  proceedings  in  the  united  kingdoms ;  but  he  muft  at  tlie 

fame  time  declare,  upon  the  fuUeft  examination,  that  there  was  nothing 

m  vhich  he  was  more  cleat  than  the  legality  of  the  fentences ;  that  the 

Judges,  fo  far  from  abufing  their  difcretion,  had  conducted  themfelvcs 

in  the  moft  laudable  manner  by  pronouncing  them ;  and  that  the  fervantt 

of  the  Clown,  fo  fiir  from  aaing  with  humanity  or  juftice,  would  be 

cScnxtg  an  infult  to  the  venerable  Bench,  and  culpably  obftructing  the 

courfc  of  piiblii^  juftice,  if  they  threw  any  impediment  in  the  way  of  the 

cxeciitioa  of  the  fentence;  not  having  then  the  fmaUeft  reafor^  to  ftippofe 

iax  the  Houfe  would  concur  in  fuch  an  addrefs  to  His  Majefty  as  that 

alluded  toby  Mr.  Fox,  they  would  be  highly  to  blame  if  any  other  delays 

arofe  from  carrying  the  law  into  effect  tlian  what  may  be  expected  in  the 

vrdinary  progrefs. 

Mr.  M.  A.  Taylor  admitted  that  Mr.  Dundas  and  Mr.  An!tra- 
ther  were  no  mean^  authorities  upon  the  fubject  of  Scotch  law,  both  hav- 
ing been  practitioners  in  that  countr\' ;  but  he  ftiould  be  enabled  to  ad- 
duce ftill  more  refpectabk  authorities  in  fupport  of  a  contrary  opinion. 
Having  been  in  Scotland  on  the  very  day  after  ^he  verdict  was  pronoun- 
ced, he  had  the  honour  to  be  in  company  with  feveral  gentlemen,  very 
ki^  in  the  profeffion  at  the  Scotch  bar,  and  one  of  them,  the  highcft, 
vho  were  unanimous  in  declaring  that  the  fentence  was  illegal.  They 
alfo  gave  th^ir  reafons  for  the  opinion,  which  realbns  he  had  not  for- 
gotten. 
Sevctal  gentlcpcn  attempted  to  fpeak,  but  were  interrupited  by  the 
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SPEAKER  informing  thcm»  that  there  was  no  queftion  before  the 
Houfe. 

Mr-  ADAM  gare  notice  of  his  motion  for  to-morrow  fe'nnig^t. 

Mr.  Secrctar)'  DUNDAS  acquainted  the  Houfe,  that  he  had  a  meC- 
fagp  from  His  Majefty  to  tiiis  Hoiifc,  and  it  was  read  by  Mr.  Speaker, 
and  is  as  fblloweth,  viz. 

GEORGE  R. 

HIS  Majffiy  thinks  if  proper  to  acquaint  the  Houfe  of  Common s^  fkat  a 
corps  of  Hefflan  troopSy  taken  into  the  pay  ofGitdX  Britain,  to  he  employed 
en  foreign  fervice^  having  been  brought  to  the  appointed  place  of  rtndrxvsut 
tffthe  Ifle  of  Wight,  His  Majejly  has  found  it  neceffary^  with  a  view  to 
the  preventing  anyjicknefs  taking  place  among  the  f aid  troops  from  their  con- 
iinuance  on  board  of  the  tranfportSy  to  order  them  to  be  difemharkedy  and 
fobeflationedy  for  the  prefent^  on  the  Ifle  of  Wight,  a/Tortfmouth,  and 
4t places  adjacent.  G.  R^ 

Mr.  SHERIDAN  aflced — if  thofe  were  the  tTtx>ps  deftined  for  the 
expedition  againft  France  under  the  Earl  of  Moira  ? 

Mr.  SHERIDAN  gave  notice,  that  on  Wcdncfday  next  he  would 
move  for  fcveral  papers  cbntaining  the  eftimate  of  commiflions  (ince  the 
war,  or  miniftcrial  jobs  as  they  were  called,  for  the  purpofe  of  found- 
ing a  ferious  accufation  againft  His  Majefty's  Minifters. 

The  SPEAKER  acquainted  him,  that  Wednefdays  were  appropriated 
to  the  public  budnefs  of  the  fupplies,  in  the  fame  manner  as  during  the 
laft  feiTion. 

Mr.  Chancellor  PITT  thought  it  would  be  fairer  if  Mr.  Sheridan 
had  ftatcd  his  evidence  in  the  charge  before  he  mentioned  the  applica- 
tion. 

Mr.  SHERIDAN  confeffed  that  he  had  not  yet  made  up  his  mind 
as  to  the  quantit}'  of  papers  he  fliould  move  for,  though  he  fancied  there 
could  be  no  obftacle  to  their  production.  But  as  the  Miniftcr  feemed 
fore  at  the  mention  of  the  word  jobs,  he  would  point  out,  among  other 
things,  the  ftafFfor  Toulon,  the  ftafFfor  Lord  Moira's  expedition,  and 
would,  perhaps,  have  occalion  to  remark  upon  diofc  very  Hcflians  who 
had  already  invaded  England  before  they  proceeded  to  the  invalion  of 
France ! 

Mr.  FOX  faid,  that  as  many  of  the  papers  wanted  may  be  included 
in  the  army  eftimatcs,  it  would  be  proper  to  defer  the  motion  till  they 
were  upon  the  table. 

The  SPEAKER  obferved,  that  this  would  probably  be  produced  ac- 
cordir^  to  cuftom  at  an  early  hour  to-morrow  morning. 
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Mr.  SHERIDAI^  agreed^  in  that  cofej  to  make  his  motion  to* 
morrow. 

Mr.  Chancellor  PI'f  T  coold  not  help  i-emarking  on  the  modefty  of 
Mr.  Sheridan y  who,  though  lie  coilld  not  make  up  his  o^n  mind  as  to 
die  papers  he  intended  to  move  for,  thought  It  extremely  reafonable 
But  he  iliould  at  once  decide  oh  the  ph>priety  df  their  produ£Uon. 

The  Hoiife  adjourned. 

Tuefdayj   2%thjanuafy. 
«        •      •  •  •  . 

Mr.  GREY  faid,  he  had  a  few  remarks  to  make  oh  Ac  nrtefegp 

cr^mmunicatcd  froin  His  Majfefty  to  the  HouTe,  relative  to  the  debar- 
Uion  of  the  He^ian  troops  at  Portfmouth  arid  the  tfle  of  Wight  i 
whidi^  howbver,  would  have  come;  he  abknoWledged,  with  more 
poprietVy  when  the  addrefs  in  anfw;er  to  that  roeffage  ivak  moved 
fir.  The  ftiti  Vaa;  he  then  thoug^t^  that  Minifters  were  juftified 
in  the  debarkation  of  tllofe  troops  by  precedent :  but  on  examination, 
he  found  they  ivcre  not  fuppbrted  by  that  aufhorit}\  In  the  ycat 
17841  Heflian  tro(^  were  indeed  difembarked,  but  in  the  commu- 
fekarion  then  hiade  by  His  Majefiy  to  the  Houfcj  it  was  ftated,  that 
the  Scheldt,  being  at  that  time  frozen;  made  it  impcflible  for  thehi 
to  proceed  to  the  place  of  their  deftuiation.  It  Was  therefore  an  ur- 
gent ncccffitv  whicli  occafic^ed  that  incafute  :  and  its  own  limitatiori 
^Ts  pointed  odt  in  the  ccffatJon  of  its  caufe.  In  the  prefent  cafe; 
ihe  Houfe  w:\s  only  informed;  that  His  Majefty  had  thought  proper; 
on  account  of  the  health  of  thcfe  tnx^^,  to  ofdet  them  on  (hore  :  no 
neceflity  Was 'at)|>a  rent  for  theit*  being  heft ;  neither  was  there  one 
circumftancc  whtth  indiented  any  limitation  of  their  (lay.  He  therd- 
xjtc  thought  the  prc(!6dent  did  hot  juftiiy  the  whole  of  this  cafe  :  and 
thilt  the  Houfe  was  entitled  to  farther  information  relative  to  the  rea- 
ibn  of  diefe  troops  being  liere^  thetr  numbers,  arid  Koi^  long  they 
were  to  continue. 

Mr.  Chaocellor  PlTT  agreed  that  the  precedent  in  the  year  1^84 

(iid  not  axpount  in  circumftances  to  the  prefent  cafe,  that  it  driicof 

profound  peace,  this  a  timl^  of  ttrar.     If  the  hohourable  gentleman 

had  any  fpetlfic  mcitioh  to  make  upon  the  fubje^t,  he  Would  be  fo 

^  as  to  give  notice  of  it.     He  had,  however,  no  dilinclinatioh 

to  explain^  as  far  as  he  could  coh|i(tently  with  his  duty,  for  the  fa- 

n&faction  of  the  Houfe,  upoti  this  fubjed.     It  was  fluted  in  His 

Majdty's  meffagp  to  the  Houie,  tt^at  they  were  ftatiohed  where  they 

tow  arc  for  the  purpofc  of  convefiience  to  the  troo^ ;  what  were  to 

k  their  military  operations  for  the  fupport  of  His  Majefty's  goverrt- 

mcnthcijcaftcr;  iwiS  not  fit  matter  for  difcufTion  in  that  place.     The 

;pi?cc  where  they  now  were,  iiiras  thought  by  His  Majefty  *s  fcrvantsj. 
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the  matt  convenient  for  their  rendezvous.  How  long  they  (hould 
ftay  there  was  not  fit  for  him,  for  the  reafon  he  had  afligncd  already^ 
to  fta:te.  With  regard  to  the  number  of  them,  that  he  could  not 
itate,  for  there  was'  no  regular  account  as  yet  made  out,  and  tfiey 
were  not  all  arivcd.  Bat  he  muft  repeat,  that  a  precedent,  as  allud- 
ed to,  in  time  of  profound  peace,  could  not  be  fairly  applied  lo  ttic 
prcfcnt  cafe. 

Mr.  FOX  obfervcd,  that  confiderable  difficult)'  and  cmharraflT- 
mcnt  would  be  thrown  in  die  way  of  the  bufinefs  in  that  Hcufe,   If 

m 

when  any  Member  called  for  an  explanation  of  any  particular  diingr, 

he  was  called  upon  to  give  fpccific  notice  of  a  fpccific  motion  :  and 

tliat  when  a  fpccirtc  motion  fhould  be  made,  he  was  to  be  told  thar 

fuch  a  motion  w:is  unncccflar)',   for  that  if  he  had  only  aiked  for  an 

explanation  he  might  have  had  it  without  any  nnKion.     Such  a  pnic  - 

tice  W'dS  growing  too  much  into  ufe,   for  it  was  a  very  improper  one, 

not  very  refjK'clful  to  the  dignity  of  tlie  Houfc,  nor  very  conducive 

to  the  convenience  of  it.     With  rdj^ecS  to  tlic  prefcnt  bufinefs,  feme 

might  think  that  the  King  might  bring  into  this  country  a  foreign 

force  without  the  previous  and  exprefs  confent  of  Parliament  to  any 

nu^Tiber,  and  tliat  it  was  ncceffary  only  for  His  M^jefty  to  fend   a 

fubfajuent  meffagc  to  that  Houfe ;  lie  owned  for  himfelf  that  he 

wanted  information  upon  tliat  fubjecl.     He  thou^it  from  the  nature 

of  tlie  mcffage  yefterday,  there  was  fomething  like  a  doubt  entertained 

of  that  power,  and  His  M;ijcft\''s  Miniftors  informed  the  Houfc  in 

confcquencc  of  that  doubt.     If  fo,  the  Houfc  ought  to  examine  a 

little  more  clofely  into  the  fubjed  ;   for  there  was  northing  that  would 

juftify  alarm  more  than  the  cxtenfive  exercife  of  fuch  a  prerogative 

as  this.     That  this  was  a  time  of  war  did  not  fct  afidc  the  ncccflity 

of  an  explanation  in  fuch  a  cafe  as  the  prefcnt. 

Mr.  Clumcellor  PITT  faid  a  tew  words  upon  riic  fubjcct  of  pre- 
cedent, and  tlie  bufmefs  ended  for  the  prefcnt. 

Mr.  SHERIDAN  rofe,  he  faid,  in  purfuancc  of  notice  he  gave 
yefterday,  and  in  compliance  with  the  impatience  which  the  Clian- 
cellor  of  the  Exchequer  manifefted,  or  feemed  to  manifeft,  to  hear 
his  motion;  upon  which,  he  apprehended  there  could  be  niTdifcuirion, 
fincc  from  the  temper  of  the  right  honourable  gentleman,  as  it  a|>- 
peared  when  the  notice  was  given,  he  could  not  help  agreeing  to  what 
would  be  moved  to-  day.  For,  as  it  was  the  firft  duty  of  that  Houfe 
•  10  inquire  into  the  application  of  the  public  money,  fo  it  was  the  in- 
.  tereft  of  every  Minifter,  fuppofir^  him  to  be  fair  in  his  conduct,  and 
c^car  in  his  accounts,  to  permit  die  inquiry^  and  at  no  time  in  the 
hiflory  of  this  country  Avas  inquiiy  more  neccffary  than  at  prefcnt« 
WehaJheardinthe^^eediofthcSovcrci^i  inTonn^tioil  of  die  mofr 


A.  1794.  DEBATES.  195 

important  nature  to  the  people  of  this  country.    Very  foon  the  Chan- 
cclhrr  of  the  Exchequer  would  have  to  bring  forward  his  Budget ; 
diit would  be  an  awful  and  ^  tr)'ing  day:  he  fcarcti  it  would  then  ap- 
pear diat  the  furplus  of  the  revenue  which  had  been  fo  much  boaftcd 
of,  and  th^  application  of  it  for  the  reduction  of  our  debt,  whatever 
be  the  merit  of  the  plan,  would  all  at  once  be  fwcpt  away^  and  with 
it  would  vaniil)  that  plcafing  pn)fpect  of  alleviating  the  hardOiips  i  f 
the  people  by  a  reduction  of  the  taxes.    All  that  cheering  hope,  too,  cf 
rniucingour  peace  eftablifhmcnr,  as  well  as  the  reduction  of  our  debt, 
and  the  alleviation  of  our  burthens,  which  had  year  after  year  bceil 
held  out  to  us,  and  which  year  after  year  we  had  waited  for  in  vain^ 
vrruld  vanifh :  fcr  if  peace  was  concluded  to-morrow,  $  a  vaft  number 
yf  vcars  muft  pafs  away  before  we  could  even  hope  to  be  in  the  fame 
fitoatiiin  as  that  of  the  commencement  of  the  war.     Then  we  muft 
fav,  it  was  the  firft  dut>'  of  that  Houfe  to  take  care  that  no  one  fix- 
pence  (houki  be  idly  fquandercd  by  the  Minifter,  ncr  any  thing  done 
^wiHiM  diminifti  by  one  morfcl,  the  meal  of  the  labourer  and  dil- 
trtfled  family,  or  that  any  thing  fhould  be  permitted  that  tended  to 
wring  ftom  the  poor  any  part  of  their  pittance.     Yefrcrday  he  made 
bfcof  die  word  job  as  applicable  to  fome  part  of  the  Minifter's  conduct, 
^iih  rripcct  to  appointments  to  certain  offices  unc'cr  Government  fmcc 
the  commencement  of  the  war:*  the  Minifter,  in  his  fimplicit)'  and  in-* 
DfTcncc,  fecmed  not  to  a>mprehcnd  what  a  job  was.    It  was  certainly 
iw  a  very  elegant,  but  it  was  a  ver}'  intelligible  M^ord ;  but  if  the  right 
hmourable  gentleman  wantf  d  an  explanation  of  it  he  (hould  give  one. 
Whenever  any  croohiment,  profit,  falarv',  honour,  or  favour,  of 
2m  kind  whatever,  was  conferrr d  on  any  pcrfon,  be  he  who  he  may, 
or  his  character  what  it  may,  unjefs  he  has  gone  through  a  public 
trvice,  or  neocfiary  public  dut}',  adequate  to  what  he  receives,  that 
isajcjb:  if  from  any  private  firicndfliip,  perfonal  attachment,  pr  any 
other  view  than  the  intcreft  of  the  public,  any  pcrfon  is  appointed  ti> 
?ny  office  in  the  public  fcr\'icc,  when  any  other  pcrfon  is  linown  to  be 
fcter  for  the  emplojTnent,  that  is  a  job:  and  that,  among  other  things, 
ii2(jc  him  prefcnt  this  motion  to  the  Houfe.     They  fliould  not  alto- 
pthcr  refer  him  to  the  army  extraordinaries,  for  although  there  was  a 
?f^  deal  of  information  to  be  had  from  them,  yet  there  was  not 
cncugh.     It  was  painful  to  him  in  the  auirfe  of  his  motion  to  be 
impelled  to  enumerate  perfons  for  whom  he  had  a  perfonal  rcfpect, 
tfut  his  ^ut\'  commanded  him  to  do  fo:  the  fituation  of  Sir  Gilbert 
Eiiiot  at  Toulon,  for  inftance    1,50 oh  a  year;  of  John  Erfkine,. 
i»3ool.  and  the  cafts  of  many  others.     Perhaps  the  Chancellor  of 
*<  Exchequer  would  be  able  to  prove  that  all  this  was  well  earned',, 
uui  that  the  pulljc  ovght  to  pay  it,  but  that  was  matter  for  difeuflkm 
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OQ  a  fiiture  day.    He  then  read  his  mo^cnns,  the  fubftance  of  which 

"  An  aocount  of  the  expcnces  Jncurrcd  by  th<^  cmpjojnpcnt  of 
Counfel,  A^c  relative  to  the  affairs  of  India,  in  aflifpng  anct  advif- 
ing  the  Board  of  Controul,  frotp  the  date  of  the  Bo^rd  dosf  n  to  the 
prefdiit  time. 

".  An  account  of  the  falary  navy,  enjoyed  by  John  Anftnithcr,  Efq. 
as  Counfel  for  the  Board. 

**  An  account  of  the  half-pay,  or  pcnf^on,  or  emolument  in  lieu 
of  half-pay,  to  John  Ei^fkine,  Efq.  for  his  (crvices  at  Toulon,  &c. 

"  An  account,  in  the  fame  way,  to  Jofeph  Dbrnford,  Efq.  for 
bis  intended  expedition  to  the  coaft  of  Fritncel 

♦*  An  account  of  the  falary,  emolument,  half-pay,  &c-  to  Sir, 
Gilbert  Elliot,  for  his  fervices  at  Toulon,  &c. 

**  An  account  of  the  expcn<;e  in  confequence  of  the  midion  of 
Lord  YarnK)uth  to  the  King  of  Prufli^,  &c. 

"  An  account  of  the  falary  of  l-ord  Malmfbury,  for  his  late  mJf- 
licn,  &c." 

Mr.  SHERIDAN;  then  faid  he  had  a  few  mor'e,  which  he  fhoulj 
be  oblijged  to  add  to  this  ni\,  but  be  could  not  move  them  ^o-day- 

Mr.  FOX  afkcd  the  Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer,  ylio  (ucceedcd 
Lord  Auckknd  as  MiniOer  at  the  Hs^ue  ? 

Mr.  Chancellor  PITT  faid  there  had  bcqi  no  Ambaflador  there 
fincc  Lord  Auckland ;  Mr.  Elliot  was  Minifter  tlicre  at  prefent :  he 
believied,  diere  was  no  other  pai<l. 

The  queilion  on  Mr.  Sheridan/s  f\rft  motion  was  then  put  and 
carried. 

On  the  putting  of  the  fecond,  Mr.  Anftnither  faid  he  had  no 
falary  from  the  Bc^rd  of  Copjtroul,  if  he  had  he  (liould  have  been 
happy  to  fecond  the  motion. 

.  Mr.  SHERI  DAN  faid  he  did  not  dpubt  the  fincerity  of  the  learned 
gentleman,  when  he  faid  he  ftiould  be  hapoy  to  feco^jd  a  motion  upon 
fuch  condition.     This  motion  was  then  withdrawn. 

Other  motions  were  put  and  carried.  Oy\  the  reading  of  that 
which  related  to  Lord  Yarmouth's  miflion  to  the  Kina  of  Pruflia, 
X  The  Earl  of  Yarmouth  ftated  that  he  had  received  nothing  for 
having  acted  in  the  character  of  Envoy  Extraordinary  to  his  Pruflian 
Majcfty,  excepting  his  real  expenditure.  Any  pcrfon  who  had  been 
obliged  to  follow  the  King  of  PrufTia  in  camp  as  he  had  donie,  could 
not  poflibly  avoid  iiKurring  expences;  the  ainount  of  thefe  expences, 
which  he  had  delivered  to  the  Secrctary*s  Office,  was  all  he  was  to 
receive ;  therefore  what  would  in  fuch  cafe  have  been  paid  to  an  En- 
voy Extxaordinaiy,  was  fo  much  laved  to  the  civil  Eft.     His  bill  of 
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fxtraordinaries  amounted  to  only  ^  fjpw  hundred  pounds,  and  he  fin- 
ccrcly  wifhed  it  might  be  laid  before  the  Houfc. 

Mr-  SHpRIDAN  faicj  he  entertained  an  opinion  before  he  ha4 
made  his  ntotion,  that  thp  Earl  of  Yarmouth  had  received  no  falary  j 
aod  he  wt(hc4  tlie  other  gentlemen  had  folkn&:ed  (b  iaudabie  an  ex- 
ample. 

Mr.  pox  oblcrveft,  he  was  ^  much  coi^vinced  beforp  this  mo- 
tion was  made  ^s  he  vras  then,  that  the  noWp  Earl  received  nothing ; 
bm  if  his  honourable  friend  had  not  wo\xi  with  refpeet  to  him,  His 
Majcft)  s  Minifters  might  have;  (aid,  ^Vhy  Jvav^  you  palfed  by  thte 
Earl  of  Yarmouth  r  Why  have  you  made  an  exception  of  him  r 

Mr.  BURKE  admitted  it  wa$  the  duty  of  the  Houfe  to  watch  the 
pd)lic  purfe  with  an  anxious  eye,  but  thought  fome  evidct\ces  of  guilt 
ftwuld  even  precede  fufpicion,  ^hich  \^as  evidently  not  the  cafe,  in 
thoinftance  of  Lord  Yarmouth  and  Mr.  Anftruther ;  and  that  the  beft 
vay  of  prefcr\ing  the  effect  of  public  inquir)'  was,  not  to  exert  it  on 
fl'ght  or  iil-fc  und  jd  occafiuns. 

He  obfer\*cd  t:)  >,  that  Mr.  Shcrijan'u  profcffion  of  g(X)d-will  to- 
wards the  individuals  concerned,  and  diftinction  bct^veen  the  jobber 
and  the  jobbec,  were  not  fttictly  dcfenfible;  as  the  man,  who  tocX 
on  him  a  corrupt  place,  was  as  bad  as  he  who  corruptly  bcftowcd  it. 
He  meant  not  to  condemn  the  excrctfc  of  the  inquiiitorial  functions  of 
die  Ho^ifc ;  but  hp  thought  a  trivial  and  vexatious  jealoufy  as  pernid- 
(HIS  as  languor  and  negligence. 

Mr.  SHERIDAN  repeated  his  affcrtion  of  good  will  towardg 
the  irniividuak  concerned. 

Mr.  Chancellor  PITT  faid,  «  Will  the  honourable  gentlc- 
rnah  bow  pcrfevere  in  his  a^ertion,  that  he  is  only  influenced  by 
motives  of  gocxl  will  towards  the  iivlividual^  Cfincerned  in  bringing 
f  MTvard  his  motions  ?  and  if  he  does,  can  he  imagine  that  any 
Member  ii\  this  Houfe  will  credit  it  ? '^ 
Mr.  SHERIDAN  was  rifing  to  reply,  when 
Mr.  FOX  prevented  him,  declaring,  that  in  Ms  opinion,  found- 
^  on  experience,  Mr.  Sheri^bn  had  as  much  perianal  credit  in  that 
Hoafe  2^  Mr.  Fitter 

Mr.  SHERIDAN  faid,  he  was  glad  he  had  beai  prevented 
rifing  on  the  iirft  impreflion  Mr.'  Pitt's  queAion  had  made  on  him, 
as  he  might  perhaps,  in  the  warmth  of  the  moment,  have  faid 
fomething  difagreeable.  "  Whether/'  (aid  he,  **  if  I  repeat  my 
affcrtiDn,  any  Member  of  this  Houfc  will  doubt  it  or  ix)t,  I  cannot 
bcoeitain  ;  but  I  believe  that  it  is  in  this  Houfe  alone  that  the  riglit 
booourablc  gentleman  will  vcntuic  to  tell  me  fol" 
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Mr.  STANLEY  reprobated  perfonalities  ;  he  thought  fb  (criouy 
aquclti'jn  ought  to  be  debated  with  it»  proper  and  conliftcnt  dignity. 

Mr-  YORKE  thought  it  was  Ii^rd  for  the  Members  of  that 
Houfcy  fent  up  from  the  country  to  n^ind  the  bupneft  of  their  con- 
ftiiucntSj,  to  be  obliged  to  liften  to  fuch  nonfcn'c,  for  fuch  it  certainly 
vas5,  compared  to  the  n*orc  in^portant  bufmefe  of  the  mtion. 

Mr.  SHERIDAN  then  added  the  following  motiGTv: 

•*  That  there  be  laid  before  the  Koufc,  an  ai?D>unt  of  the  appli* 
cation  and  expenditure  of  tlie  fum  of  five  thousand  pounds,  aii4 
fleven  thoufan/1  pounds,  which,,  by  a^  act  of  tlie  ^aft  feirK>n  of  Par- 
liament, were  occafioncd  to  be  exi>ended  for  tlu;  Boar^  of  Qcntroul^'* 

This  was  put  and  carried,     Adjourfied. 

Wednejday^y    Zgfh  'January, 

•  * 

The  Houfe  having  refolvtrl  itfclf  into  a  Committe?  of  the  whof^ 
Houfc,  the  following  refolution  was  read  : 

•*  That  it  is  the  opinion  of  this  Commirtee,  t^iat  eighty-iiv^ 
Ihoufand  men  be  panted  to  His  Majeft)',  for  the  fca  f<jr\ncc  for  tf\c 
jcar  1 794>  including  twelve  thpufand  one  hui:>dred  and  fifteen  ma- 
imcs. ' 

Mr.  FOX  faid,  he  did  not  rtfe  tooppofe  the  refilutiori  now  pn>- 
pofcd  1:^  tlie  Committee  ;  fv>r  however  they  iright  di^er  in  opintovi 
on  other  topics,  he  believed  it  was  prett)'  generally  agreed,  that  if 
wccairyon  the  war  at  all,  we  fhould,  uncier  ^e  ptcfcnt  ei:c  ff>- 
fiancesy  cany  it  on  with  vigour,  particularly  tl.K  naval  bsanchot  it  : 
ke  lofc  for  a  vcvj  difiercnt  purpofe  than  that  of  ofpjlirg  the  tc£>1  lo- 
tion.     It  was  perfectly  proj-er  to  in^juire  in  that  Houfc   it^o  all  the 
contiuct  of  the  war ;  it  was  particulaily  and  highly  nece^fary  to  in- 
<juir€  at  this  moment  into  the  manner  in  which  our  mval  f.rcc  h.':dt 
teen  exerted.      He  fhould  refer  to  feveral  faets,^  as  applicable  to  th^     | 
fubject  iK)w  befc-re  the  Committee  ;  fcmc  of  which  he  might  ftatq 
very  inaccurately  perhaps,  and  if  he  did,  he  (liould  be  glad  to  b^ 
corrected,  but  many  of  which,  he  feared,  vere  ^x>  true.     On  the 
motbn  for  the  addrefs  of  that  Houfe  to  His  M:>jefh>  very  hi|gh  lan- 
guage, indeed,   was  ufed  by  a   right  honourable  gentleman,  (Mr. 
Dundas)  whonn  he  was  forry  not  to  fee  in  his  place  to-day,,  in  {i|vour 
cf  the  prodigious  efforts  of  the  naval  fervice  fince  the  <;i3mmencciPtni: 
of  the  prefent  war  ;  that  indeed  it  had  never  been  better  exerted  z% 
any  period  than  it  had  at  this,  moft  particularly  wJth  refpect  to  cnn- 
voj's.     We  had  l^een  told  exprefsly  that  no  Ihips  which  had  fiii'"ed 
with  convoys  had  be<.n  loft,  and  that  our  ccramcrce  had  recei\cd 
unexampled  protection  ;  many  affcrtions,  and  verj'  round  ones  top^ 
were  made  to  that  effect ;  he  confeffed  he  heard  them,  as  lie  thought 
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the  Hourc  ou^t  to  hear  fuch  round  affcrtions,  with  confiderablc  jea- 
loufy  and  diflnift.     Since  that  time  he  had  taken  confukrable  pains 
t)  inquire  into  paitkulafs  upon  this  fuhjccr,  and  he  was  fonyi  indeed, 
to  (ay,  that  the  nHult  of  that  inquiry  had  been  vet)'  unfavounib?^, 
andthe^fiicts  Ivc  heard  related,  he  feared,  ii^ere  too  u'ell   founded. 
The  Baltic  fleet  cacne  home  in  danger  of  being  all  taken  by  the  cnc-s 
my,  and  lie  believed  that  lixteen  or  fcventctrt  fail  of  it  were  actually 
taken  and  carried  to  Norway ;  whether  thev  were  vet  eohdemncd  or 
ftr  t  was  anod^er  quei^ion  ;  but  this  proved,  as  far  as  an  inftancc 
cwild  pn>%'C,  that  the  panegyric  bcfloWcd  ort  our  convoy  at  the  open- 
ing of  the  fclTion,  would,  if  d>c  right  honourable  gentleman  had 
f'  aLd,  have  admitted  of  at  leaftone  exception,  if  not  ntorc      Thd 
(^cbcc  ficct  failed  unicr  die  eonvoy  of  one  (liip  only,  and  that,  he 
Vjs  t>ld,  unfit  for  fea,  or,  to  ufe  a  common  cxpreffion  upon  fueh  a 
fi^jcd,  not  fea  worthy.     This  (hip,  he  unJcrftood,  was  called  thd 
S..vcns ;  it  was  true,  indeed,  there  Mas  another  fcnt  to  die  Guiph 
cf  St.  Lawrence  now,  but  \^  hat  he  fated  with  regard  to  die  Qiiebec 
fliotand  the  Severn,  would,  he  feared,  prove  but  tootru:.     What 
hippcnod  to  the  Severn  ?  She  came  home  in  a  gale  of  wind,  and  it 
^^truc  riiat  part  of  the  fleet  wHich  was  dcftincd  for  Great  Britaiik 
amc  hotnc  alfo,  there  happenii^  at  that  tinw  by  mere  chance  to  be 
fti  faips  of  the  enemy  in  the  way  to  obftrud  their  progrefs  ;  ftlll  the 
H:k  was  great  and  enrirely  unwarrantable  ;  but  another  part  of  t.\c 
f  ime  Quebec  fleet  was  deftined  for  Spain  and  Portugal ;  (hey  did  not 
all  anivc  ;  for  lie  ^^-as  forrv  to  fay  he  was  well  informed  that  fome 
o^thcm  were  captured.     What  then  were  we  to  fay  to  dx;  round  de- 
claration of  die  right  honourable  gentleman,  with  regard  to  thcfuc- 
Cv**i  «jf  our  convo)'s  ?     Another  diing  was  deferving  of  notice,  and  if 
he  was  mifinfornrsed,  he  defircd  to  be  corrected.     Was  or  was  not 
t'usa  (a<a  r  That  a  whole  fleet  was  ready  to  fet  fail  from  the  Weft 
Indits,  on  the  1 5th  of  May^  or  thereabouts,  but  could  not,  for  the 
^ani  of  convoy,  fail  till  fo  late  as  the  23d  of  Auguft,  or  thereabouts  ? 
Hac  was  a  whole  fleet,  with  moll  valuable  merchandizes  from  the 
Wdl  Indies,  delayed  and  kept  in  harbour  for  three  months  for  iiiTint 
of  convoy^ ;  the  lofs  upon  fucli  a  delay  muft  be  very  great,  and  die 
'bngcr  to  which  they  muft  be  expofcd  great  alfo,  fince  by  coming 
fom  the  Weft  Indies  in  the  month  of  Auguft,  tficy  had  to  encoun- 
ter great  ftorms  and  other  perils  of  the  fea,  incident  to  a  voyage  at 
^  It  lime  of  the  year  from  that  part  of  the  globe.     It  was  true  they 
^nived,  but  tliat  was  with  great  difficulty  ;  *nd  the  condud^  vMch 
hadbccn  fo  much  extolled  with  refpcft  to  convoy,  was  certainly  in 
^s  cafe  not  fo  very  meritorious  as  had  been  ftated  to  the  Public  by 
*c  right  buDOurablc  gentleman,     lliis  he  ftated  upon  information. 
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but  he  had  no  difficulty  In  declaring  he  believed  it  tb  be  true,  or  irt 
pledging  himfelf  to  tKe  truth  of  it.  There  was  another  faA,  which 
was  perhaps  not  quite  fo  certain.  In  conftquence  of  tlie  delay  of 
towc  (hips  that  failed  for  the  Mediterranean  ih  the  Italian  trade, 
which  had  kept  back  tiejiond  the  ftipulated  time,  for  want  of  convoy; 
there  was  a  litigation  now  betwceii  the  EnglifH  aj>d  Italian  mer- 
chants, about  iroeeiving  the  goods  ;  what  the  refult  would  be,  it  wa< 
impofiible  to  tell,  but  the  litigation  would  of  courfc  be  cxpcnfivc,  and 
that  was  another  evil  which  might  hciix  faccH  avoided^  if  proper  care 
had  beert  taken  rcfpe6ting  the  convoy. 

He  ftated  thefc  h&A  to  the  Houfe,  jri  oracr  that  they  might  rc- 
flcd  a  Httte.  upcn  the  fuojeft,  add  confldcr  how  Hght  a  matter  it  v  a5 
made  of  on  the  opcrung  of  the  fcfiiori ;  and  that  they  might  paufc  ^ 
little  and  examine  fdfts  before  they  give  implicit  credit  to  every  gc- 
tkral  and  round  aflertion.  For  It  had  been  gbierally  arrd  roiuldlv 
ftatcd,  that  none  of  the  fhlps  hid  been  taken,  and  that  there  had 
been  no  delay  for  want  of  convoy  ;  wliereasj  there  had  been  delav; 
and  thnt  not  the  delay  of  a  (ingle  fhip,  but  of  a  whole  fleet.  What 
inifters  could  make  for  fuch  eiideavouts  to  miflead  the  Pub- 
lic, he  could  not  tell  \  they  a)uld  not  plead  ignorance  of  tliefe  things 
furely,  when  they  were  boaftirtg  of  the  protection  which  our  convoys 
had  given  to  cur  commerce  in  all  parts  of  the  glote.  There  was 
another  thing  not  very  flattering  to  the  pride  of  Engliflimcn  ;  fix 
J''rench  fri^tcs  had  been  maltcfs  of  the  channel  for  a  confiderabic 
time,  and  had  taken,  as  he  had  l>ecn  informed,  fixteen  IjiII  of  very 
tnluable  prizes.  He  expreffed  fome  apptehertfiort  of  tKc  fete  of  the 
victualling  fleet  from  Ircl;uid,  and  faid  there  ^vas  a  rumour  of  its 
being  taken  and  carried  into  a  j)ort  of  the  enemy.  Bcfides  this,  a 
fleet  dcftined  for  thfi  Weft  Indies  had  been  detained  for  a  cortfiderable 
time^  on  account  of  a  rumour  that  there  \\'as  a  French  fleet  out,  too 
J)0TVerful  for  us  to  attack  at  that  time^  in  that  quartet ;  fo  that  at  the 
time  we  were  told  evert  thing  M'as  protedled,  we  were  afraid  of  the 
«nem.y,  and  were  deficient  in  intelligence  of  their  ftrength,  and  that 
foo  when,  from  all  fair  expedVation,  ivc  fliould  have  (hewn  ,our  fu- 
periority.  He  thought  it  right  to  ftate  thefe  things  to  the  Houfe,  as 
grounds  of  the  rcafon  he  had  for  his  jealouiV  and  diftruft  of  the  infor- 
mation which  the  Houfe  receited  of  the  Minifter  on  the  opening  of 
the  fcfljon.  The  fcr\ice  of  the  na^  we  were  told,  on  the  whole 
Condu6t  of  it,  had  netcr  been  better  pcffotmed  than  it  had  fincc  the 
commencement  of  the  war.  He  telle vecf  the  Houfe  would  hefitate  a' 
little  before  they  gave  full  eonfidefiefc  to  that  r6uM  declarationf. 
But  fuppole  the  whole  of  it  to  be  unqueftbnably  true ;  fu{^fe  the 
fcrvice  luid  been  as  well  perfornKd  in  tlu$  war  as  it  ever  was  ; 
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would  that  be  fufficient  ?     wtMild  the  Houfe  be  faHsfied  widi  that  ? 
W2M  k  matter  for  praife,  and  a  thing  to  be  wondered  at,  that  Great 
Brkasn  In  the  plenitude  of  its  power,  and  with  fo  much  courage  (for 
courage  in  a  public  conteft  was  a  part  of  power)  fhould  be  equal  in 
her  naval  exertions  to  what  (he  had  manifefted  on  many  occsifions? 
Was  it  a  wonderful  thing  that  after  having  bounty  or  obtained  a 
French  fquadron  at  Toulon,  and  deprived  them  of  the  ufc  of  great 
port  of  their  navy,  we  ihould  afterwards  be  able  to  pn>tc£t  ourTelves 
atfea?      What  a  miferable  compliment  to  Great  Britain!     That 
wiifa  the  (HendHiip  of  Spain  and  Holland  (he  can  proted  herfelf  by 
iea  agaonft  France  alone,  and  in  that  ftate  do  juft  as  much  as  (he 
did  in  the  year  1778,  when  (he  contended  alone  with  Fra(nce» 
""•{ain  and  Holland  united !     He  had  made  fome  inquiry,  as  he  had 
alrcadv  told  die  Committee,  and  he  (hould  make  ftill  more  into  this 
bofineis ;  and  he  had  ibme  doubt  whether  it  would  not  turn  out^ 
that  in  point  of  hA  there  was  not  more  taken  of  our  (hips  in  the 
year  1778,  when  we  contended  with  all  thofe  powers,  than  have 
been  taken  ftom  us  (ince  the  commencement  of  the  prefent  war. 
He  thought  it  neccfbxy  on  the  prefent  occadon  to  make  thefe  obfer-* 
vations ;  not  that  he  thought  them  aiguments  immediately  to  the 
quefBon  before  the  Committee;  but  that  they  might  poiTibly  lay  the 
fbondation  for  a  future  inveftigadon  of  die  fubjedl.     He  had  (hted 
£Kb,  many  of  which  he  knew  to  be  true,  all  of  which  he  believed 
to  be  true,  but  he  would  not  be  undcrftood  to  pledge  himfclf  for  the 
tradi  of  the  whole  of  what  he  Had  ftated,  becaufe,  as  muft  be  ob- 
vious to  the  Committee,  fome  of  his  information  might  be  defc£tive 
or  enonoons.     The  Public  ought  to  be  rightly  informed  upon  this 
fiAyedl,  and  not  to  be  put  in  a  ftate  of  difmay  and  confufton  hereaf- 
ter, at  finding  they  had  been  unhappily  deceived  by  the  fpeech  of  the 
T^^  honourable  gentleman  ;  a  fpeech  which  in  fome  parts  of  it  he 
nnift  fay  he  did  not  think  con(iftcnt  with  the  belief  of  any  wcll-in- 
fcrmed  man  in  the  kingdom. 

Mn  Chancellor  PITT  allowed  that  the  matter  now  brought  for- 
ward was  very  fit  for  difcufTion.  Upon  fome  particular  points  of  it 
he  could  not  fpcak  with  die  precifion  he  could  wifli,  becaufe  it  did 
not  fall  immoliatelv  under  the  head  of  thofe  ftatcmcnts  which  had 
mxh  occupied  his  attenrion.  The  ftatcment  of  the  prccifc  facts  he 
ihould  leave  to  the  fuperior  infbmution  of  his  right  honourable  friend, 
vibbk  abfence  was  occalioned  by  fuddcn  indifpofition.  All  he  (hould 
fate  mult  arife  from  general  recollection.  There  were  two  leading 
points  in  the  fpecchk)f  his  right  honourable  friend,  on  the  motion  for 
ffac  addiefs  tb  His  Majcfty :  Firft,  that  no  (hips  diat  had  failed  with 
convoy  had  been  captured :  and  fecondly,  that  there  were  not  any 
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materially'  delayed  for  want  of  cwivoy.     He  had  reafon  to  believe 
his  right  honourable  firiend  did  not  make  that  aflertion  without  much 
inquiry  into  fafts,  and  he  would  iarther  fay  he  had  not  heard    any 
thing  )xt  to  contradict  that  ftatement.     He  himfelf  would  alfo  make 
inquiry,  and  he  (hould  be  ready  to  difcufs  the  fubjed,    and  to  lee 
whether  tliere  was  any  matter  for  blame  to  attadi  on  any  perfori. 
But  that  ni'as  anotlier  queftion — Whether  any  material  ncgled  had 
been  manifeft,  and  whether  any  (hips  had  been  really  taken  in  con- 
fcquence  of  infufficient  convoy,  were  the  queftions  now  for  inquiry  ; 
not  whether  any  ihip  or  (hips  had  been  taken  at  any  time  or  placc^ 
fmce  the  commencement  of  the  war  :  that  would  be  too  extravagant 
a  propofition  to  be  debated,  for  we  could  not  cover  the  feas  with  our 
fleets,  nor  be  fecure  againft  the  inclemency  of  thefeaibns,  nor  the 
confcquences  of  winds  and  tempefts.     All  thefc  obfervations  he  ap- 
plied to  the  Baltic  fleet,  but  did  not  ftatc  whether  any  had  been  lofl*. 
The  next  he  took  notice  of  was  the  Quebec  fleet:  it  was  admitted 
that  it  was  not  taken,  nor  any  part  of  it,  and  therefore  fo  far,  there 
was  no  contradi<£tion  of  what  had  been  aflerted  by  his  right  honourable 
friend.     Whether  the  ftiip  under  whofe  convoy  they  came,  'was 
equal  to  the  undertaking,  he  could  not  tell,  but  he  ihould  incline 
to  believe  it  was,  until  fomething  ftn>nger  than  aflcrtion  was  ad- 
vanced to  the  contrary.     If  any  of  the  Quebec  fleet  deftined  for  fo- 
reign ports  were  taken,  it  muft  have  been  after  they  feparated  firom 
their  convoy  ;  and  thofe  were  very  few  *     With  r^rd  to  the  fleet 
that  was  faid  to  be  waiting  for  its  cx)nvoy,  he  did  not  recoiled  ex- 
aftly  any  thing  as  to  date.     He  could  not  pledge  himfelf  to  prove 
that  no  fl^ips,  literally  fpeaking,  had  at  all  waited  for  a  convoy, 
for  he  did  not  know  enough  upon  that  fubje£t  to  fpeak  with  cer- 
tainty on  what  might  have  occurred.     But  he  muft  obferve  that  no- 
thing was  caficr  than  to  ftate*  dates  when  fome  (hips  were  ready  to 
fill,  whva  they  did  fail,  and  when  the  convoy  was  ready,  but  that 
was  not  enough,  or  any  thing  like  it,  to  enable  any  man  to  cc»Kludc 
whether  or  not  there  was  any  negligence  in  providing  the  convoy  ; 
that  would  depend  upon  the  requeft  of  merchants  when  they  might 
be  ready,  when  agree  to  fail — whetlier  the  winds  were  fair,  and  a 
thoufand  other  circumftances,  none  of  which  appeared  in  the  prc- 
fcnt  cafe.     With  regard  to  the  fleet  in  the  MecUterranean,  he  rc- 
coUcScd  perfectly  that  the  delay  arofc  on  account  of  the  ncceffity 
there  was  to  make  inquir\'  into  the  force  of  the  enemy,  and  diefe 
were  the  principal  points  mentioned  by  the  right  honourable  gentle- 
man.    Widi  regard  to  the  circumftancc  of  there  having  been  fix 
French  frigates  fix  days  in  poffeflion  of  the  Channel,  he  would  not 
difgqife  the  truth,  and  he  had  no  hcjitatipn  in  faying,  that  the  whole 
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of  die  circumftances  taken  togedurr,  our  fuccefs  was  be}T)nd  the  moft 
fanguxnc  eepedadons,  and  beyond  that  of  any  other  war;  wc  could 
ixx  uxKSeitake  to  make  all  our  efforts  uniformly  fucccfsful,  nor  could 
wc  i>  diftribute  our  force  that  there  never  fhould  be  any  part 
where  the  enemy  may  not  for  a  time  be  our  fuperior  ?     When  in- 
telligence arrived  that  ,the  French  were  in  the  channel,  our  fleet  had 
Tctumed  to  refit,  after  having  been  long  at  fea  without  falling  in  with 
any  force  of  the  enemy.   Befides,  the  French,  from  the  very  nature 
(if  dieir  fituadon,  having  abandoned  all  their  foreign  poflcflions, 
while  wc   were  protecting  ours,  could  concenter  their  force  to  any 
pordcular  objcft  and  charge  its  direction  when  they  plcafed,  and 
therefore  Ais  temporary  fuperiority  was  not  at   all  uaiccountable  ; 
wc  had  a  greajter  force  now  than  die  enemy,  although  they  had  the 
ftm  of  us  ib  much  at  the  commencement  of  the  war.    ^  We  all  knew 
that  before  we  armed  at  all,  the  French  had  fixtccn  fail  of  the  line 
iiv  the  Mediterranean  ;  that  fince  that  time  we  had  protcftcd  and 
fiifely  brought  home  ail  our  valuable  Eaft  India  fleet,  and  protcfled 
nur  Weft-India  trade,  and  with  all  the  multiplicity  of  objefts  be- 
fereus»  with  all  our  trade  and  territories  to  pmtedl,  with  all  the  vi- 
cii&tudes  of  feafons  in  a  variety  of  climates ;  with  all  our  exertions 
iH  the  Mediterranean,  where  we  had  fent  a  large  fleet,  yet  widi  all 
this,  we  had  fifty  fail  of  die  line.    He  ccnfelfed  that,  confidering  all 
thcfc  dilngs,  this  country  had  great  reafon  to  triumph  in  the  fuccefs 
of  its  mauidme  power,  efpecially  when  we  recolle<Sted  the  decifive 
blow  wc  had  given  to  die  maritime  power  of  the  enemy  at  Toulon, 
and  that  we  had  been  able  to  block  up  the  whole  of  the  Mediterra- 
nean until  that  was  effefted.     Our  fleet  had  been  out  for  a  great 
kngdi  of  droc,    and  ready  to  encounter  their  whole  naval  power. 
Did  the  enemy  ever  meet  us  ?     Neyer.     After  being  out  for  a  long 
while,  and  looking  for  the  enemy  in  vain,   it  became  neceflfary  to 
return  to  refit,  and  then  die  enemy  took  advantage  of  this  circum- 
Aance,  to  coUedt  their  force  into  one  point  and  have  a  temporary  fu- 
periori^.      If  the  enemy  would  not  cngngc  with  us,  and  we  could 
not  meet  with  them,    the  fault  was  not  ours.     As  to  the  charge 
brought  againft  Miniflers  of  want  of  information,  and  the  idea  that 
from  the  publicity  of  fome  of  the  proceedings  of  France,  it  was  eafy 
to  obtain  knowledge  of  what  they  intended  to  do,  that  appeared  to 
him  to  be  founded  on  very  fuperficial  rcafoning.     ThoQgh  they  af- 
fected all  the  c^>enners  and  candour  of'  a  dcmocrac)'',  the  faft  was 
diredly  otherwife ;   for  by  the  prefcnt  fyftcm  of  Government  in 
France,   there  was  as  much  capacity  for  fecrecy,  and  they  had  as 
much  power  over  every  article  of  property,  and  over  the  a^lions  and 
perfon  of  every  individual,   as  ever  was  poflfeflcd,  and  more  indeed 
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than  ever  yf2s  pofTeiTed  by  any  arbitrary  monardi  upon  earth  :  and 
therefore  he  could  not  fay  he  was  very  uneafy  under  the  charge  of  2 
want  of  information  of  the  intentions  of  the  French.  But  as  it 
probable  enough  that  this  fubjedt  would  be  difcuflisd  agadn,  he 
not  fay  any  thing  further  upon  it  at  prefcnt.  ^ 

Admiral  GARDNER  obferved,  that  fifty-two  convoys  had 
ordered  by  the  Admiralty,  for  the  protection  of  our  commerce^ 
the  commencement  of  the  war*;  and  he  would  venture  to  afleit,  that 
whenever  application  was  made  for  a  convoy,  it  was  invariably  granted 
by  the  Admiralty.  With  refpeA  to  what  a  right  honouxable  gentle- 
man (Mr.  Fox)  had  liaid  about  Ireland,  he  would  only  x)bfervc,  that 
he  bad  a  letter  from  Mr.  1  aylor,  the  mafter  of  Lloyd's  Cafibo-houfe, 
in  which  it  was  exprefsly  ftated,  that  all  die  Ihips  fiom  Ireland  had 
come  fa  fe  into  Port,  with  t|he  exception  only  of  one,  the  real  &(e  of 
which  was  not  then  known, 

Mr.  FOX  exprefled  great  fatisfa<Sbn  on  hearing  that  none  of  the 
viclualling  (liips  were  taken.      He  then  took  notice  of  all  that  had 
been  faid  by  the  Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer,  and  maintained  the 
poinrs  which  he  had  infifted  on  before:  namely,  that  fixtccn  fail  of 
the  Baltic  fleet  were  a6hially  taken ;  it  was  true  they  were  feparated 
from  their  convoy,  that  was  the  very  thing  he  complained  of,  for  the 
convoy  feparated  from  the  whole  fleet,  and  the  whole  had  nearly  been 
captured,  but  fixteen  of  tlicm  were  adhially  taken ;  to  fay  therefore 
they  were  not  under  convoy  when  tliey  were  taken,  was  an  imworthy 
quibble,  fince  the  very  ground  of  the  complaint  was  their  not  being 
properly  convoyed.    An  obfervation  had  been  made  on  the  Govern- 
ment of  France,  which  did  not  tend  to  dcfcribe  it  as  a  Government 
of  anarchy,  as  it  afcribed  to  it  the  greateft  fecrecy  and  the  other  pro- 
perties of  abfolute  defpotifm .    He  moft  certainly  did  not  himfelf  tliink 
it  a  Government  of  anarchy ;  he  f^ated  it  to  be  a  rigid  and  imperious 
tyranny.     But  much  had  been  faid  of  our  great  fuccefs  fince  the 
commencement  of  the  war ;  the  ri^t  honourable  gentleman  afcribed 
every  thing  to  cur  prodigious  efforts:  he  forgot  all  this  while  that  we- 
haj  any  allies.    If  ever  there  was  a  period  when  we  had  a  right  to  ex- 
pe<Sl  complete  protcdtion  to  our  commerce ;  if  ever  there  was  a  period 
wlien  we  had  a  ri|^ht  to  cxpcdl  fupcriority  at  fca ;  the  prcfent  was  that 
very  period.    Let  us  then  ceafc  to  boaft  of  our  protection  to  commerce, 
but  endeavour  to  extend  it.     What  anfwer  tad  been  given  to  his  af« 
fcrtion  concerning  the  fix  French  frigates  being  mailers  of  the  Chan- 
nel r  Should  there  not  have  been  in  all  the  provident  management  of 
our  ruval  power  fome  arrangement  that^ould  have  prevented  this? 
But  it  was  impoflible  to  have  any  intelligence  of  what  the  French  in^ 

♦^dcd  tp  do ;  True  i  but  we  could  have  intelligence  of  what  they  or. 
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aiif  other  people  at  war  with  us  were  likely  to  do;  which  was  that  of 
ciuifing  in  die  Channel  if  there  was  no  force  to  oppofe  them.  But  our 
ifivy  was  fuperior  to  that  of  the  enemy  now,  fo  that  nothing  need  be 
dreaded  in  that  rcfped.  "  Why,  yes,"  faid  Mr.  Tcnty  *<  the  fu- 
pcnoii^  of  our  navy  is  unqueftionaUe,  and  no  man  rejoices  in  diat 
dicumAance  more  dian  I  do.  But  it  would  be  ftrange  indeed,  if  it 
woe  otherwife.  It  would  be  ftill  more  (hange  if  this  country,  with 
Spin  and  Holland,  united  againft  France,  lingly  and  diftradled,  we 
could  not  maintain  a  fuperiori^  in  our  navy.  That  we  fhall  be  infe- 
lior  t»  the  French  in  our  navy  can  never  happen.  No  mifmanage- 
mcnr,  no  incapacity,  no  inattention,  no  imbecility  in  any  adminiftra- 
tion,  be  it  ever  fo  weak  or  ever  fo  inattentive  to  its  duty,  can  ever 
give  die  French  a  fuperiority  over  us  at  fea."  He  (till  maintained 
diat  none  of  his  obje£tions  had  been  fully  anfwered.  Nor  was  it 
proved  that  any  thing  he  had  ftated  was  not  true. 

Mr.  Chancellor  PITT  faid  that  no  naval  power  had  been  fub- 
ficfiied;  and  that  the  aid  of  our  naval  allies  had  not  been  of  fuch  a 
nature  as  to  leave  at  leifure  any  part  of  our  own  naval  force.  The 
attention  of  Holland  had  been  forcibly  and  too  neceflarily  direded  to 
Continental  defence,  and  confequently  to  its  tnilitary  force,  to  leave 
anjr  room  for  exertion  by  fea  ;  and  we  had  the  trade  of  Holland  to 
pioted,  in  addition  to  our  own.  The  naval  exertions  made  by  Spain, 
lad  been  great  and  hoiv)urable,  but  could  not  enable  us  to  concentrate 
<»r  force  at  home.  If  we  had  not  fent  into  the  Mediterranean  a  fleet 
iiiperior  to  the  French  fleet,  the  important  advantages  arifing  from  the 
fnxTcnder  of  Toulon  would  not  have  been  obtained ;  for  the  Spanifli 
fleet,  although  fitted  out  with  great  difpatch,  was  obliged  by  iicknefs 
to  go  into  port;  and  it  was  only  by  Lord  Hood's  being  able  to  block 
I?  the  French  fleet  in  Toulon,  and  prevent  any  fuppllcs  of  provifions 
ftom  arriving,  that  the  place  was  compelled  to  furrender.  The  ge- 
neral conduct  of  the  campaign  he  would  leave  to  the  impartial  judge- 
ment of  the  Houfe  and  of  the  country;  but  if  brought  forward  as 
natter  to  be  examined  on  any  future  occafion,  he  trufted  he  fhould 
be  able  to  prove,  that  far  from  affording  ground  for  inquiry  or  cenfure, 
it  had  forniflied  only  ground  of  furprifc  and  congratulation. 

Mr.  SHERIDAN  faid  he  (hould,  as  his  right  honourable  friend 
had  done,  decline  giving  any  oppofition  to  the  refolution  before  the 
Committee.  He  wiftied  to  make  a  few  obfervations,  in  which  he 
ftouW  endeavour  to  be  as  concife  as  poflibie:  with  regard  to  the  cap- 
ture of  Toulon,  he  was  apprehenfive  that  it  would  be  the  greateft  curfc 
this  country  ever  experienced,  for  he  did  not  dt^ubt  but  the  French, 
^fbo  were  fuflfcring  their  navy  to  decline,  would  be  roufcd  thereliy, 
«Jd  the  capture  of  1  oulon  would  become  (he  regeneration  of  th^ 
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French  fleet  \  and  (hould  they  execute  their  threats  by  fea,  in  the  bnae 
m<inncr  they  had  done  by  land,  he  feared  we  (hould  not  have  a  great 
deal  to  boaft  of  in  the  next  naval  campaign.     He  had  heard  much  of 
the  negociations  for  the  furrcndcr  of  Toulon.    But  by  what  had  fallen 
from  the  ri^t  honourable  gentleman,  (Mr.  Pitt)  the  Toulonde 
induced  to  furrender  by  famine,  not  by  loyalty;  by  neceflity,  and 
by  choice.    One  aflcrtion  ma^e  by  the  right  honourable  the  Secretary 
of  State  was,  that  Halifax,  in  Nova  Scotia,  was  in  a  refpc^tablc  flatc 
of  defence.    He  had  a  letter,  which  he  produced,  which  he  faid  came 
from  authority  on  which  he  could  depend,  which  (bitcd  the  place  to 
be  in  the  mod  wretched  ftate.     He  read  the  letter,  which  was  dated 
the  7th  of  December,   1793-     *\  It  dated  the  diibrefled  ftate  of  the 
inhabitants,  from  the  want  of  a  proper  naval  force,  that  every  (hip 
which  had  failed  from  thence,  for  fome  time  pad,  had  fallen  into  tlie 
hands  of  the  enemy :  diat  the  Ambufcade  French  frigate  had  been  per- 
mitted to  fcour  the  coaft,  and  had  fitted  our,  as  armed  veiTels,  fcveral 
of  her  prizes,  to  cruize  againft  die  trade:  that  Admiral  SoufRet,  with 
three  fhips  of  the  line,  had  been  on  that  coaft,  that  it  had  been  his 
intention  to  take  St.  Peter's  and  Cape  Breton,  and  winter  at  Louif- 
bouig,  and  pay  them  a  viftt  in  the  fpring ;  and  that  then  he  could 
meet  no  oppofition,  their  whole  force  conftfting  in  two  companies  of 
artiller}'^,  two  of  foot,  300  raw  recruits,  and  one  fmall  fliipof  war  ; 
that  the  peace  eftabliftiment  of  the  fettlement  was  to  be  one  50  gun 
(hip,  dirce  frigates,  and  two  (hips  of  war,  four  regiments  of  foot^ 
three  of  artillery ;  that  the  people  of  that  country  were  as  loyal  fubjecls 
as  any  His  Majefty  had,  but  could  not  but  complain  of  being  fo  neg- 
leded.     Thcv  had  underftood  there  was  a  force  in  the  Weft  Indies, 
and  were  furpri/xd  no  affiffeince  had  been  fcnt  them  ;'*  thcfb  were  the 
circumftanccs  ftated  in  the  letter  which  he  had  received,  and  which 
dircdily  contradidcd  what  had  been  advanced  by  the  Secretary  of 
State. 

Mr.  Chancellor  PITT  faid,  that  his  honourable  friend  (Mr. 
Dundas)  had  only  alTcrtcd,  diat  if  the  French  fleet  had  proceeded 
to  Halifax,  they  would  have  met  with  a  warm  reception. — Bcfidcs, 
the  evidence  adduced  of  die  fad  by  the  honourable  gentleman 
(Mr.  Sheridan)  was  nothing  more  than  an  anonymous  letter! — 
and  this  was  not  furely  to  be  put  in  competition  with  die  report  of 
the  Governor,  upon  whofc  audinrit}',  both  he  and  his  honourable 
friend  (Mr.  Dundas)  relied  moft  implicidy;  and  the  report  of  the 
Governor  was,  that  the  naval  and  military  force  of  Halifax  was 
fuch  as  to  be  capable  of  refifting  cfFciStually  any  force  that  the 
enemy  might  fend  againft  it. 

Admiral  GARDNER  (aid,  one  frigate  was  fufiicicnt  for  Hall- 
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fax  durir^  the  winter,  vrhen  the  harbour  was  frozen  up,  and  an 
enemy  could  not  approach. 

Mr.  SHERIDAN  faid,  the  exertions  of  the  Governor,  and  the 
loyalty  of  the  inhabitants,  had  produced  the  300  unferviceable 
recruits  mentioned  in  his  letter.  The  plan  of  the  enemy  was  not 
to  attack  it  in  die  winter,  but  in  the  fprihg  before  any  additional 
force  could  be  (ent  to  it. 

Loid  WYCOMBE  was  convinced,  that  the  affertion  of  the 
honomable  gentleman  (Mr.  Dundas)  with  refpe£t  to  the  ftate  of 
Hafifuc,  was  erroneous.  He  would  aflc  the  honourable  gentleman, 
vhat  work  had  been  eredlcd  there  ?  what  forts  had  been  built  I 
And  if  no  addition  had  been  made  to  the  means  of  defence  which 
Halifiauc  poflTeiTed  before  the  war,  the  naval  (lores  there  were  open 
to  the  depredations  of  a  very  fmall  force. 

Mr.  MINCHIN  faid,  he  was  well  acquainted  with  the  ctr- 
cumftanccs  of  the  return  of  the  Quebec  fleet,  becaufe  a  relation  of 
Us,  againft  whom  he  was  fony  to  hear  any  thing  infinuated,  com- 
manded the  convoy.  The  voyage  to  Quebec,  was  tlie  firft  voyage 
of  the  Ihip  in  queftion :  (he  had  been  feparated  from  the  n>er- 
chantmen  by  a  gale  of  wind  of  feveral  days  continuance,  fuch  a$ 
none  of  the  officers  on  board  had  ever  experienced  ;  and  came  int0 
port  fo  much  damaged,  that  (he  was  not  fit  for  fea  again  in  le(s 
than  two  months. 

Mr.  FOX  faid  the  honourable  gentleman  totally  mifreprefented 
his  words,  in  faying  that  he  had  thrown  out  any  infinuation  to  the 
prejiK&ce  of  the  officer  who  commanded  the  convoy  of  the  Quebec 
fleet. — ^The  time  required  to  repair  the  damages  of  the  (hip,  tended 
only  to  prove  what  he  had  ftated,  viz.  that  (he  was  infufficient. 

Mr-  BRANDLING,  Member  for  Newcaftle,  obferved,  that  his 
onnftitucnts  were  very  much  irftcrefted  in  a  particular  branch  of  the 
trade  of  this  country;  that  he  was  alfo  concerned  in  it ;  that  his 
confticucnts  had  expre(red  frequently  their  entire  fatisfinAion  upon 
the  protection  which  had  been  afforded  their  trade  in  general ;  that 
it  had  been  prote&cd  more  fccurcly  from  the  enemy  than  in  any 
former  war  ;  and  that  he  thought  it  his  duty,  both  to  the  Houfe, 
his  conftituents,  and  himfelf,  to  ftate  thefe  ^6^s. 

Mr.  Alderman  ANDERSON  faid,  that  he  was  very  much 
furprized  at  what  had  fallen  from  the  right  honourable  gentleman 
(Mr.  Fox),  refpediing  the  Baltic  ctjnvoys. — He  faid  he  was  a  Bal- 
tic Merchant,  and  he  could  a(rurc  the  Houfe,  that  the  pcrfons 
concerned  in  that  trade  were  fatisficd  that  every  attention  had  been 
paid  tt)  it  by  the  Government  of  tliis  Country;  that  convov^s  had 
been  r^ulariy  appointed  at  fixed  times,  and  that  if  any  mailers  of 
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llups  in  the  trade  had  not  taken  advantage  of  them,  it  was  theiil 
own  jault.  This,  he  faid,  might  have  happened  :  it  might  hav^ 
happened  alfo  that  the  cbnvoy^  might  have  been  feparated  from  the 
fleet ;  but  he  was  ready  to  bear  teftimony  to  the  attention  of  GoH 
vemmenty  and  to  the  general  fatisfa6tion  exprelFed  by  thofe  con^ 
oemed  in  the  fame  trade' with  himfelf. 

Mn  Minchin  and  Mr.  Fox  faid  each  a  few  words  in  eiq>Iana- 
tion :  after  which. 

The  quoftion  was  put,  That  85,000  feamen,  including  1 2, 1 1 5 
marines,  be  granted  to.  His  Majefly  for  the  fervice  of  the  year  1 7  94, 
at  4I.  per  man  per  month* 

Which  bong  voted,  the  Chairman  reported  progrefs,  and  the 
Houfe  was  refumed. 

The  report  ordered  to  be  received  on  Friday  next. 

llie  Committee  of  Supply  to  fit  again  on  Friday. 

Adjourned  to  Friday  next. 

Friday,  yanuary  3I/7, 

The  order  of  the  day  being  read  for  die  Houfe  to  refolve  into  a 
Committee  of  Supply,  the  Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer  moved  diat 
the  treaty  between  His  Brkannic  Maje%  and  the  King  of  Sardinia 
be  referred  to  the  faid  Committee. 

Mr.  FOX  faid,  he  confidercd  this  treaty  to  be  one  which  his 
duty  to  his  conftituents  did  not  permit  him  to  aflent  to  innithout 
ibme  obfervations,  and  a  fatisfa^ory  anfwer  to  thofe  obfervations. 
He  had  never  conceived  ttiat  it  could  be  wife  to  enter  into  any 
treaty  by  which  we  were  to  receive  nothing  and  to  give  every 
thing  ;  or  to  bind  ourfelves  to  maintain  a  perpetual  war  for  the  be- 
nefit of  the  party  with  whom  we  contraded,  without  fomething 
iUpulated  in  our  favour  that  might  be  held  an  equivalent  for  fo 
hsuLardous  an  engagement.     When  he  looked  at  the  treaty,   he 
fliould  have  fuppofcd  that  the  King  of  Sardinia  had  had  it  in  his 
power  to  put  into  our  pofieflfion  the  port  of  Nice,  or  to  afibrd  us 
an  eafy  paflage  into  France  through  his  territory  of  Savoy.  Thcfe^ 
indeed,  would  have  been  advantages  ibr  which  we  ought  to  have 
given  fomething  in  return ;  becaufe,  under  certain  circumftances, 
they  mi^t  have  contributed  much  to  the  facility  of  carryii^  on  a 
war  with  France.     But  when  he  rccolle£led  the  circumflances  un- 
der which  the  treaty  was  made,  he  fotind  that  the  King  of  Sardinia 
had  loft  both  Nice  and  Savoy  b^ore  we  thought  of  entering  into 
any  negpciation  on  the  fubjc6t.     He  admitted  that  the  alliftance  of 
the  King  of  Sardinia  might  be  ufeful  in  the  profecution  of  the  war ; 
but  in  obtaining  afliftance  we  ought  to  eftimatc  the  benefits  on  dthcr 
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pan,  as  well  what  we  gave  as  what  Was  to  be  given  us.  By  thi^ 
treaty  the  King  of  Sardinia  was  bound  only  to  maintain  50,600 
men  for  the  defence  of  his  oWn  territories.  If  we  had  ^pe6ted 
any^thir-g  naore  of  him  we  had  been  mlferably  difapf)ointed ;  for 
that  part  of  France  which  was  juftly  fuppofed  to  have  been  the  moft 
avcrfc  from  the  prefent  reigning  fyftem  in  Paris,  and  therefore  the 
mad  likely  to  enter  into  our  views,  fer  from  receiving  any  fuptxnt 
from  the  King  of  Sardinia^  had  been  left  to  ptj  the  forfeit  of  wliat 
the  Convention  called  treafon  to  tlie  Republic.  What  (hen  did  we 
gain  by  this  treaty,  in  ftipulation'or  in  faft  ?— That  the  King  of 
Sardinb  ihould  keep  up  a  force  to  defend  his  own  territories.  What 
did  we  engage  to  perform  ?  Not  only  to  pa/a  fubfidy  of  2oo,oool. 
t  year  in  aid  of  maintaining  this  force,  but  to  reftore  to  the  King 
of  Sardinia  all  thofe  territories  which  the  French  had  tiTeftcd  from 
him,  while  we  were  fitting  quietly  by^and  boafting  of  our  neutrality. 
Uniefs  we  could  af!brd  to  make  war  for  ever ;  unlefs-we  fuppofed 
ourfeh'cs  cKemptod  firom  the  ordinary  viciffitudes  of  human  aflfairs, 
wc  ra^t  be  reduced  to  purchafe  peace  by  great  facrifices  on  our  oWA 
pirt,  in  order  to  make  good  our  engagements  with  the  King  of 
Sardinia,  or  to  fubje£l  ourfelves  to  the  reproach  of  breach  of  faith, 
bv  making  peace  without  obtaining  the  reftoration  of  his  territories. 
One  would  have  fhought  that  for  all  this  the  King  of  Sardinia  was 
to  do  fomething  of  equal  importance  for  us,  but  in  the  treaty  we 
looked  for  an  equivalentnn  vain.  We  were  not  only  to  pay  him 
fcr  keeping  up  a  force  to  defend  the  territories  he  had  ftill  re- 
niainlng,  but  bound  ourfelves  not  to  make  peace  without  reffering 
to  him  the  territories  he  had  loft. 

For  the  fake  of  argument,  he  «rouId  admit  that  the  reftoi^tion  of 
Savoy  lo  the  King  of  Sardinia  was  ncceffary  to  the  balance  of 
Europe,  and  that  no  peace  ought  to  be  made  with  France  but  upon 
that  condition.  Why,  even  in  this  cafe,  fetter  ourfelves  with  an 
fi^ement  which  We  could  not  poflibly  know  that  we  (hoiild  be. 
^Ue  to  fulfil  ?  When  the  time  of  treating  for  peace  came,  with  how 
much  more  advantage,  and  how  much  more  honour  to  ourfelves, 
ihould  we  have  faid,  "  the  King  of  Sardinia  is  not  to  be  opprefled 
btcaafc  he  is  weak.  In  all  the  tranfaftions  of  nations,  juftice  is  to 
te  regarded  as  well  as  power.  The  reftoration  of  Savoy  is  de- 
manded by  juftice,  and  eflfential  to  the  future  tranquillity  of  Europe. 
We  ffudl  liften  to  no  propoiitions  for  peace  of  which  this  is  not  ar 
prtBmidMy."— Wifli  how  mud\  m6re  advantage  and  honour  might 
wc  tfius  have  ftipulited  for  the  reftoration  of  Savoy,  if  this  mi- 
fcrablc  treaty  had  never  been  made  ?  Wc  fhould  then  have  flood 
fcrward  as  the  pxoteftoi**  6f  die  weak,  and  die  defenders  of  the  ba- 
Vol.  XXXVII.  E  e 
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lance  of  power.  Now,  we  had  not  given,  but  fold  our  afliftance 
to  the  King  of  Sardinia— and  fold  it  for  what  ?  For  notliing.  Mi- 
niftcrs  having  done  this,  and  the  Houfc  having  fanclioned  it,  they 
were  next  to  call  upon  the  people  of  England  to  pay  a  fubfidy  of 
2 00,0 col.  He  knew,  that  in  every  war  to  be  carried  on  by  a  con- 
federacy, we  muft  pay  the  weaker  powers  whom  wc  engaged  in  that 
confederacy ;  but  we  were  not  certainly  to  pay  them  all ;  nor  thofe 
w^hom  we  did,  for  defending  thcmfelves  ?  Did  we  fuppofe  on  tlie 
prefent  occafion,  that  the  King  of  Sardinia  had  no  inclination  to  de- 
fend his  own  domijuons  ?  If  we  did,  our  money  fhould  have  been 
afked  for  as  a  grant,,  not  as  a  ftipulation,  which  was  to  involve  us 
in  difficulties  of  a  thoufand  times  more  confequence  than  the  value 
of  our  money.  We  could  not,  however,  fuppofe  that  the  King  of 
Sardinia  was  not  inclined  to  defend  himfelf,.  without  our  paying  fox 
it.  Our  treaty,  therefore,  was  not  a  purchafe,  for  we  did  not  buy 
the  King  of  Sardinia's  inclination  ;  nor  was  it  a  gift,  for  we,  the 
givers,  came  under  an  obligation  to  the  party  to  whom  we  gave.  It 
might  be  faid,  that  the  treaty  bound  the  King  of  Sardinia  to  conti- 
nue the  war  as  long  as  we  might  think  fit,  even  after  he  himfclf 
might  wifh  to  conclude  it.  If  this  was  what  we  had  gained  by  the 
treaty,  would  not  the  neutrality  of  the  King  of  Sardifiia  have  been 
more  besicficial  and  far  lefs  cmbarrailing  ?  It  would  not  be  argued 
that  there  was  any  chance  of  a  feparate  peace  between  the  King  of 
Sardinia  and  France ;  or  that  the  King  of  Sardinia  had  any  profpccl 
of  recovering  Nice  and  Savoy,  withiout  our  afDftance..  What  then 
had  we  done  ?  If  the  recovering  of  his  territories  was  of  more  im- 
portance to  the  King  of  Sardinia,  tlian  it  could  be  to  us,  >\  c  had 
given  a  fubfidy,  where  we  ouglit  to  have  received  one. 

He  fhould  perhaps  be  told,  that  the  treaty  being  concluded  by 
His  Majefty,  the  proper  reprefentative  of  the  country  in  all  tran- 
fadions  with  foreign  powers^  the  Houfe  could  not  refitfe  to  ratify  it, 
without  fubjedting  themfelves  to  the  imputation  of  a  breach  of  faith. 
This  dodrine  he  muft  peremptorily  deny.  If  the  Houfe  was  a>n- 
iidered  as  bound  to  make  good  every  treaty  which  His  Majefty,  by 
the  advice  of  his  Minifters,  might  think  proper  to  conclude,  there 
was  a  complete  furrender  of  the  public  purfe  to  the  executive  power. 
He  concluded  with  obferving,  that  having  thus  briefly  ftated  his  ob- 
jections to  the  treaty  with  the  King  of  Sardinia,  die  dher  treaties, 
particularly  that  with  his  Sicilian  Majefty,  were  not  to  be  confidcrcd 
as  having  his  approbation,  becaufe  he  did  not  ftate  his  objedions  to 
them  at  the  fame  time. 

Mr.  POWYS  apologized  for  obtruding  hiitifelf  upon  the  notic 
and  attention- of  diat  Affcmbly  i  but  when  diffenting  in  fomcpart-^ 
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cular  opinions  from  the  right  honourable  gentleman  who  had  prc- 
cded  him,  and  able,  as  he  believed,  to  refute  fome  of  the  principal 
aigumcnts  which  that  right  honourable  gerttlcman  had  ufed,  he  con- 
anved  that  his  filence  would  net  only  be  rcprehenfible,  but  contrary 
to  that  duty  which  enforced  his  attendance.  He  was  furprifed,  on  a 
fonncr  occaiion,  to  hear  the  treaty  with  the  King  of  Sardinia  called 
unprecedented  and  iniquitous.  Tlie  epithet  *  unprecedented,'  ap- 
plied by  the  right  honourable  gentleman,  fo  fond  of  harih  epithets, 
^^>  now  abandoned.  It  was  natural  for  the  right  honourable  gen- 
tleman, and  thofewho,  like  him,  oppofed  the  principle  of  the  war, 
to  oppofc  alfo  every  meafure  that  could  contribute  to  its  fiiccefs  ;  he, 
on  the  contrar)',  who  thought  that  our*  commerce,  our  conftitution, 
iur  liberty,  and  religion,  depended  on  the  vigorous  profecution  of 
the  w-ar,  could  not  oppofc  any  treaty  or  convention  that  fcemed  to 
l.iin  likely  to  render  it  fuccefsful.  To  prove  that  the  treaty  was 
ftit  unprecedented,  he  appealed  to  former  treaties  with  the  King  of 
Sardinia  and  with  PortugaL  He  rcquefted  the  gentlemen  of  that 
Houfe  particularly  to  recall  to  memory  the  conftruftion  of  the  treaty 
^ith  Portugal  upon  the  Spanifh  fucceflion,  the  treaty  with  Savoy  on 
the  grand  alliance,  and  the  treaty  of  Worms  in  1743. 

Mr.  Pow)'s  then  requefted  the  Clerk  of  the  Commons  to  read 
the  fourth  and  feventh  articles  of  the  Treaty  of  Worms,  which  he 
cf  mparcd  with  the  firft  of  the  prcfent  treaty  ;  the  eighth  with  the 
fecond ;  and  the  twelfth  with  the  third. 

The  articles  were  accordingly  read,  and  are  as  follow ; 

TREATY  of  WORMS. 

"  Art.  IV-  The  Emprcfs  Queen,  to  prefcrve  the  balance  of 
pcmcr  in  Italy,  obliges  heriiclf  to  increafe  her  army  to  30,000  men 
complete;  and  the  King  of  Sardinia  to  employ  41,000  foot,  and 
5000  horfe — the  troops  neceffary  to  defend  his  own  dominions  in- 
cluded. 

"  Art.  VII.  His  Britannic  Majefty^  for  the  better  canying 
into  execution  the  meafures  concerted,  (hall,  as  long  as  the  war 
ctmtinues  m  Italy,  maintain  a  (bx)ng  fquadron  in  the  Mctfiterranean 
fea  i  the  Admiral  or  Chief  Commander  of  which  fhall  regularly 
omfult  with  his  Sardinian  Majcfty,  and  the  Aufirian  Gfnerals,  on 
the  motions  neceffary  for  the  common  caufc. 

"Art.  VIII.  His  Britannic  M^efty,  in  confideration  of  the 
extraordinaiy  cxpences  and  great  zeal  of  the  King  of  S^dinia,  en- 
gages alfo,  during  the  war,  to  pay  an  annual  fubiidy  of  2oo,oool. 
in  quarterly  payn^ents,  cpnunencing  from  Februarj^  ift,  1742,  the 
fctc  of  the  Turin  treaty^ " 

£  e  2 
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Thfife  treaties,  Mr.  Powy$  faid,  had  been  ratified  by  the  Mem- 
bers of  the  Cabinet  at  that  timtj  and  faniSioned  by  the  Hoqfe  of 
Commons,  without  any  debate.     When,  by  the  treaty  of  1704.9 
we  obtained  the  acceflion  of  the  King  of  Sardinia  to  the  grand  al- 
Ijance,  the  war  then  depending  was  of  the  fame  nature  with  that  in 
which  we  arc  at  prefent  engaged.     We  were  fighting  for  our  owt\ 
independence  as  a  nation,  and  the  tranquillity  and  liberties  of  Eu- 
rope.    Compare  the  dangers  with  which  we  were  threatened  by  tho 
ambition  of  Louis  XIV.  with  thofe  which  we  had  to  dread  fix>m 
the   prefent  rulers  of  France  \  men  whom  he  knew  not  how    to 
clafs,  whom  he  could  not  dignify  with  the  name  of  barbarians,  who 
were  allied  to  civilized  nations  only  by  their  vices.     Compare  our 
prefent  dangers  witli  our  former,  and  fee  how  much  greater  ought 
to  be  our  exertions.     So  ftriking  was  the  difference,   that  in  the 
prefent  war  of  ncccflity,  he  would  fay.  Let  every  man  who  can  fur- 
nifh  money,  furnifh  money  \  let  every  man  who  can  furnifh  a  Ihirt, 
fumifh  a  (hirt.     He  conceived  it  to  be  an  effential  part  of  the  policy 
of  all  nations,  that  in  a  war  of  defence,  afTiftonce  was  to  be  obtained 
wherever  and  however  it  could  be  had  ;  and  that  thofe  of  whom  ire 
received  afTidance  were  to  be  affif^ed  in  return.     Might  we    nor» 
then,  in  any  inflance,  commute  fuccours  in  money  for  fuccours  in 
men  ?  The  fubfidy  granted  to  the  King  of  Sardinia  was  not  for  his 
own  defence  only,  but  for  the  general  purpofcs  of  the  war.     In  this 
point  of  view  it  appeared  to  be  confidered,  fi>r,  if  he  was  not  mir- 
taken,  the  Sardinian  troops  fent  to  Toulon  were  held  to  be  paid  for 
by  the  fubfidy.     If  he  even  felt  the  conditions  of  the  treaty  to  be  lefs 
advantageous  to  this  country  than  they  ought  to  have  been,  yet  while 
he  felt  the  neceffity  of  fupporting  die  war  he  would  not  oppofe  refer- 
ring it  to  the  Committee.     He  held  as  high  as  any  man  the  right  of 
Parliament  to  rcfiife  fupplies ;  but  to  refufe  the  fandlion  of  the  Houfc 
to  this  treaty  would  be  to  loofen  the  bands  of  the  combination  now  fo 
tortimately  formed  to  rcfift  the  madnefs  and  anarchy  of  France.    To 
diflblvc  this  combination  might  fuit  the  views  of  thofe  who  thought 
that  wc  had  no  intereft  in  what  was  paflTing  on  the  continent,  and 
that  the  narrow  channel  by  which  we  were  divided^lrom  it  was  a  fuf- 
ficicnt  proteilfon.     He,  however,  thought  that  the  war  was  nccef- 
fnry,  that  all  we  poflfefTcd  depended  on  its  fuccefs,  and  therefore 
(hould  vote  for  fancSioning  the  treatj% 

Mr.  RYDER  fignificd  his  dcfign  of  quoting  fcvcral  h&%  in  fa- 
\our  of  tlie  treaty,  which  had  been  anticipated  by  Mr.  Powys  ;  but 
as  that  gentleman  had  not  obfervcd  every  thing  applicable  to  his  ar- 
guments, he  trufted  that  his  commentaries  would  not  be  deemed  im-s 
pertinent.     Accuftomcd  as  he  was  to  a  profiil^on  of  epithets  fionn 
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the  rig^t  honourable  gentleman  (Mr.  Fox,)  he  did  not  cxped  to  hear 
the  epithet  unprecedented  applied  to  the  treaty  with  the  King  of  Sar- 
dinia. If  the  right  honourable  gentleman  had  taken  the  trouble  of 
conTultii^  former  treaties,  he  would  have  found  in  diem  every  article 
which  he  ftated  as  objedtionable  in  this.  Treaties  fupported  by  the 
firft  ftuefman  this  country  ever  faw,  or  Europe  ever  gloried  in, 
were  not  ^o  be  ftigmatized  as  unprecedented  or  iniquitous.  In  cveiy 
war  with  France,  the  alliance  of  the  King  of  Sardinia  had  been 
OKifidered  as  of  the  utmoft  importance.  He  (hould  only  refer  the 
Members  o^that  honourable  Houil;  to  the  conduft  of  King  William, 
to  that  of  Queen  Anne,  and  that  of  Gcoige  the  Second.  In  all 
their  treaties,  in  all  their  negociations  with  Sardinia,  their  a6Uons 
had  been  confeiTedly  and  uniformly  the  fame.  The  right  honour- 
able gentleman  who  fpoke  the  laft  but  one  had  called  the  treaty  an 
imqnitous  and  injurious  treaty.  He  could  neither  difoover  injury  or 
iniquity,  and  yet  he  had  examined.it  with  the  greateft  deliberatbn 
and  caxe.  Let  any  gentleman  confider  the  neceflTity  of  entering  into 
a  ncgociation  with  Sardinia,  and  then  prefume  to  call  it  an  injurious 
negociation.  That  there  did  exift  a  necefllty  he  would  demonftrate. 
When  a  nation  like  France  was  aggrandixing  her  power,  and  direat- 
cning  the  fiibverfion  of  every  ftate,  and  of  all  civilized  order  in  Eu« 
rope,  when  (he  had  already  increafed  her  boundaries,  and  gained 
pofleflkm  of  fome  of  the  territories  of  furrounding  nations,  there  cer^ 
tainly  was  a  neceffity  for  railing  the  utmoft  ifarength  to  oppofe  her  pro* 
gre6.  Suppofc  wbrn  85,000  feamen  were  voted  to  His  Majefly 
the  odier  day  for  the  purpofe  of  carrying  on  the  war  with  vigour  and 
e^A,  diat  any  Member  had  (hewn  the  ncceflfity  of  raifing  5000 
more,  and  had  made  fuch  a  propofition,  was  there  any  perfon  pre- 
f=nt  in  that  Houfe  who  would  not  have  alTented  to  that  propofition  ? 
Certainly  not !  Yet  the  levy  and  fupport  of  5000  feamen  amount^r 
edto  rather  more  than  the  annual  fum  paid  to  his  Sardinian  MajeAy^ 
Evety  one  knew,  however,  that  it  fometimes  was  difficult  to  raife 
troops  and  feamen  after  the  continuance  of  a  war,  and  therefore,  if 
you  allot  2oo,oool.  to  a  foreign  power  for  the  levy  and  (upport  of 
the  bmc  number  of  men  whofe  fervioe  b  required  in  that  quarter, 
you  arc  gainers  by  the  bargain. 

The  treaty  was  called  injurious.  In  what  refpedt  could  it  de(erve 
this  epithet  ?  Did  not  die  Sardinians  cO'-operate  with  us  at  Toulon 
and  in  the  Mediterranean  ?  Was  the  capture  of  Toulon  nothing  i 
Was  the  bumirig  of  the  French  navy  iK>dung  ?  Did  they  not  (till 
continue  to  aflift  us  ?  It  was  by  the  combination  of  many  weak 
powers  that  (Ironger  ones  have  ever  been  fubdued.  He  had  heard 
it  fiated,  that  Sanli|iia|  fo  fmall  aqd  fo  defencelefs,  could  not  avaH 
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us  in  any  inftance.     How  !  Were  not  the  Milanefe  and  Montferrat 
f  roteiSed  by  her  ?     Were  none  of  her  comnKxitties  to  be  effimated, 
her  com,  her  wine,   her  olives,  her  fiiheries  and  cattle,   all,  by 
her  alliance,  were  obtained  for  the  fupply  of  our  fleets  in  the  Medi- 
terranean, and  wras  it  not  of  confcquencc  to  prevent  the  French  ^ 
obtaining  the  rich  fupplies  which  tficy  inight  have  drawn  from    •.]. 
quarter  f    The  treaty  hacl  been  called  the  purchafe  of  an  ijiclin^ti'  n 
to  defend  her  own  territories.     True  it  was  fo.     But  akhough  Sar- 
dinia had  the  inclination  to  defend  her  territories,   (he  affuredlv 
had  not  thcpo^^•cr,  and  therefore*  our  afliftancc  became  neceflar\'. 
There  was  one  obfcrvation  grounded  on  a  matter  of  fact,  which 
had  efcnpcd  the  honourable  gentleman  who  fpc^ke  laft.     This  ^was, 
that  Sardinia,  in  1703,  fiipulated  to  raife  45,000  men,  only  fi^ 
rhe  fumof  20 0,00 ol.  whereas  (he  now  raifcd  50,000  for  the  fame 
fum.     At  that  time  the  other  allied  powershad  Hkewife  paid  fubfi- 
dies,  all  of  which  were  purpofdy  and  folely  made  for  the  defence 
of  the  Sardinian  tenitories,  and  furdy  if  at  any  period  the  defence 
of  thefc  territories  was  neceflary,  it  was  more  particularly  fo  at  prc- 
fcnt.     With  refpecl  to  the  ftipulation  that  peace  fhould  not  be  con- 
cluded, without  the  reftoration  of  all  the  territories  of  the  oontradl- 
ing  parties,  it  was  the  prafiice  in  ever)'  fuch  treaty.      If  we  were 
not  bound  by  treaty,  wc  fhould  be  bound  by  policy,  to  prevent 
France  from  multt plying  her  ports  in  thoiMcdif^rnmcan  by  keeping 
foflK^ilion  of  Villc  Franchc  and  Nice.     If  we  (hould  bring  France 
to  negociate  for  peaoe  with  a  Government,  coniidering  itfclf  under 
obligations  to  the  combined  powers ;  or  if  we  (hould  compel  the 
prefcnt  anarchy  of  France  to  fue  for  peace,  would  not  Nice  and  Sa- 
voy in  either  cafe  be  reftorcd  ?     If  unfortunately  wc  (hould  be 
obliged  to  treat  on  other  terms,  then  all  fecurity  for  the  balance  of 
power,  all  fiecurily  for  our  own  tranquillity  muft  vani(h  ;  and  un- 
der fuch  drcumibnces  the  King  of  Sardinia  would  not  defire  the 
continuance  of  the  war.     Whether,  therefore,  wsc  were  fucce&ful 
or  unfucceisful,  our  Aipulations  to  the  King  of  Sardinia  could  not 
snilitate  againft  our  intescfts  ;    and  until  gendemen  (hould  think 
proper  to  pcefer  a  idelufive  rcpofe  to  a  pcofjpedt  of  fecurity  by  vigo- 
rous exertion,  he  trufted  the  treaty  would  be  agreed  to. 

IVIi*.  GREY  faid,  he  jx)&  to  obviate  a  miiconccption  on  which 
gentlemen  on  ihe  other  fide  ^equendy  chofe  to<iebate«  In  no  qucf- 
tion  of  giving  energy  to  the  operations  of  war  had  his  right  honourable 
friend,  or  thofe  who  adcd  with  him,  given  any  oppofition.  The 
queftion  now  lo  be  debated  was,  ^<  Is  this  a  treaty  calculated  to  give 
cncigy  to  the  war  r  *'  Tlie  epithet,  unprecedented,  his  right  honour- 
''ble  friend  bad  neycr  uied,  ox  ufed  it  only  to  fay  that  he  hardly  knew 
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any-  diing  that  could  be  called  unprecedented.    But  if  his  right  honour- 
able friend  had  ufed  that  epithet,  he  muft  hear  many  more  circum- 
ftances  than  had  yet  been  dated  before  he  could  think  that  it  did  not 
applvy  as  well  as  the  epithets  abfurd  and  iniquitous.     To  prove  any 
rcfemblance  in  point  of  precedent  between  this  and  ibrmer  treaties,  it 
muft  be  proved  that  they  were  concUidcd  under  circumftances  nearly 
fifliilar.     All  the  arguments  of  gentlemen  on  die  other  iide  had  pro- 
ceeded on  the  prefumption  that  they  were  fo.     At  the  time  of  con- 
cluding one  of  the  treaties  referred  to,  inftead  of  finding  the  King  ci 
Sardinia  actually  engaged  in  war  with  France,  and  part  of  his  terri- 
tories taken  from  him,  we  found  him  the  ally  of  France,  and  gave 
him  die  terms  (lipulated  in  that  treaty  as  the  price  of  breaking  his  alli^ 
ance  with  France  and  taking  part  with  us.    In  default  of  other  argo- 
mcnts,  the  iavourite  topic  was  refined  to,  which,  as  had  been  juilly 
£ud,  made  men's  paffions  inflrudl  their  rcafon ;  and  the  Houfe  was 
told  that  the  anarchy  of  France  was  more  dangerous  than  the  ambition 
of  Lauk  XIV,    What  was  our  conteft  with  that  Monarch?  A  con- 
teft  for  our  conftitution,  and  our  libert)' ;  for  the  independance  of  every 
State  in  Eurc^.     What  more  could  our  conteft  be  now  ?  At  the 
dmc  of  concluding  the  treaty  of  Worms,  the  King  of  Sardinia  wa» 
engaged  in  war,  and  had  loft  part  of  his  dominions.     To  that  treaty, 
however,  the  Queen  of  Hungary  our  ally  was  a  party.    Did  it  appear 
that  our  prefent  allies  were  parties  to  die  prefent  treaty?   If  the  pre- 
cedent were  as  apt  as  gentlemen  could  deftre,  did  it  follow  that  a  bad 
treaty  concluded  then  would  juftify  concluding  a  bad  treaty  now  ? 
He  admitted  that  Savoy  ought  to  be  recovered  for  the  King  of  Sardinia. 
But  this  ought  to  be  made  a  general  objedl  of  the  confederacy  agalnft 
France,  as  was  done  by  the  treaty  of  Worms.     The  other  combined 
powers  might  have  concurred  with  us  in  this  object ;  but  this  did  not 
appear  by  any  information  of  which  the  Houfe  was  in  poflfeflion,  and 
until  lie  was  aiTured  of  it,  he  muft  confidcr  the  prefent  treaty  as  iniqui- 
tous  and  abfurd.     Was  it  neceffary  to  give  all  that  was  given  by  the 
treaty  to  the  King  of  Sardinia,  to  induce  him  to  join  the  grand  alli- 
ance?  If  it  was  neceffary,  he  (hould  ftill  complain  that  in  giving  it 
we  boiind  ourfelves  down  to  terms  injurious  to  our  own  intercfts. 
Thofe  Minifters  who  faw  Savoy  taken  from  the  King  of  Sardinia ; 
who,  after  it  was  taken,  boafted  of  their  neutrality,  and  never  (aid  a 
word  about  recovering  it,  till  they  had  prevailed  on  the  King  of  Sar- 
dinia to  accept  of  a  fubfidy,  coupled  with  a  ftipulation  that  it  (hould 
be  recovered,  now  came  to  demand  die  affcnt  of  the  Iloi^fe  to  their 
treaty.      He  did  not  grudge  the  200, cool,  a  year ;  it  mattered  not 
much  whether  the  fiim  was  ta)  great  or  too  fni;iU.     Cut  he  would  ngt 
agree  to  take  a  fliilling  out  of  the  pockcis  of  hU  coiiriii;uenis,  no\^  bur- 
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dcAed  more  than  at  any  former  periodi  to  make  good  a  treaty  con- 
cluded without  a  due  regard  for  the  benefits  they  were  to  receive  in  re- 
turn to  what  they  were  to  pay. 

Mr.  CANNING  faid,  diat  if  he  could  agree  with  the  honourable 
gientleman  vAio  had  juft  fat  down,  (Mr.  Grey)  in  confiderif^  the 
quedion  before  the  Houfe  as  an  infulated  and  independent  queftion, 
landing  on  its  own  narrow  grounds,  and  to  be  argued  folely  an  its 
own  limited  and  appropriate  principles,  he  (hould  have  fat  content- 
edly,  while  gentlemen,  more  qualified  for  fuch  a  ta(k,  by  dieir  op- 
portunities of  official  information,  and  by  their  ability  every  way 
greater  than  his,  had  given  their  anfwcr  to.  the  obje6tions  urged 
againft  die  treaty.  He  ftiould  have  fat  by,  contented  with  what  had 
already  been  faid  by  a  right  honourable  gentleman  below  him  (Mr. 
Ryder),  who  had  given  to  all  the  objedions  which  had  yet  been 
urged,  an  ample  and  able,  and,  to  his  mind,  fatisfadory  anfwer* 

But  as  he  did  much  rather  agree  with  the  honourabk  genfleman 
who  had  fpoken  fecond  in  the  debate  (Mr.  Powys)  diat  the  queAion 
now  agitating,  was  not  to  be  argued  on  the  narrow  prindple  df  mer- 
cantile prccifion  ;  that  it  was  not  (imply  an  accurate  tradefnun-like 
inquiry  into  the  goodnefs  or  badnefs  of  the  bargain  which  we  had 
made  ;  an  inquiry  whether  we  had  a^hially  received  a  hit  quid  fro 
qm ;  whether  or  not  wc  had  not  been  fomewhat  extravagant  in  our 
payment,  and  fuffered  ourfelves  to  be  over-reached  in  the  tranfac- 
tion ;  but  that  it  was  a  great  and  important  queftion,  growing  out  di^ 
and  infeparable  from,  a  great,  connedled,  and  comprehenfive  fyf- 
tem-— ^e  fyftem  of  general  union  among  the  powers  of  Europe, 
which  had  for  its  ultimate  objed  the  preventing  the  aggrandizement 
of  the  French  Republic,  and  the  checking  of  the  principles  by 
which  that  aggrandizement  was  fought  to  be  efFedhiated ;  and  as 
upon  the  whole  of  that  fyftem,  and  upon  the  treaty  before  the 
Houfe,  as  part  of  that  fyftem,  he  had  found  little  difficulty,  nor 
could  he  conceive  how  any  gentleman  (hould  have  found  much, 
in  forming  their  opinion  ;  fo  he  truiled,  that  he  fhould  ftand  ex- 
cufed  from  the  charge  ti  prefumption,  if  he  attempted  to  deliver 
his. 

He  knew  but  two  points,  in  which  the  propriety  of  thisy  or  in- 
deed of  any  other  treaty,  could  be  attacked,  or  need  to  be  defend- 
ed. I  ft,  It  might  be  argued,  that  no  fuch  treaty  ought  to  have 
been  made  at  all.  2dly,  being  acknowledged  to  have  been  proper, 
to  be  made,  it  might  be  contended  to  be  more  difadvantageous  than 
any  other  treaty  that  had  ever  been  made  between  the  fame  parties ; 
^nd  that  in  one  of  fxo  ways,  either  by  ftiewing  that  we  had  paid  a 
greater  price  for  the  alliance,  having  only  an  equal  ncceffity  for  it ; 
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or  by  fltewiiig  that  we  paid  an  equal  price  for  it,  having  a  lefs  ne- 

ceflity.     The  quefHon  was  thus  to  be  argued  in  two  c^i^i^^nt  points 

of  view.      It  was  to  be  firft  (hewn,  xhoxfonte  treaty  with  the  King 

of  Sfiudinia  was  proper ;  and  if  that  inquiry  fhould  terminate  in  the 

affiimative,    it  would  then  be  his  buiincfs  to  contend,  \n  the  fe- 

cond  place,  that  this  treaty  was  equally  advantageous,    as  well  as 

beyond  oomparifon  more  nccclTary  than  any  that  had  been  concluded 

between  the  two  ftates.     The  difcuflion  of  the  firft  general  queftioa 

eafyy  as  there  could  be  no  doubt  of  the  propriety  of  an  alliance 

two  powers  eng^ed  in  the  fame  intcreft,  provoked  by  the 

fame  enormiaes,  and  contending,  with  the  fame  enemy.     Without 

lunger  dwelling  upon  thi^  branch  of  the  fobjed,  he  fhould  thercr 

fore  pioceed  to  the  next  topic  of  invcftigation. 

The  honourable  geneleman  (Mr.  Grey)"  who  had  preceded  him 
had  endeavoured  to  (hew,  that  the  precedents  cited  by  tlie  gentle^ 
men  on  this  fide  of  the  Houfe  differed  both  in  their  nature  and  cir** 
cunflances  from  the  prefent  treaty.     This  part  of  the  {ubje<5l  had 
been  already  fo  amply  diicuded,  that  he  would  add  nothing  to  it  4 
and  tfacrcfore,  without  ftaying  to  examine  the  validity  of  his  re- 
inatksy  he  would  pcoduce  an  inftance  of  an  alliance  with  another 
continental  power,  which  would  be  found  to  tally  in  almoft  every 
paxticxilar.     He  meant  the  fubfidy-treaty  with  the  late  Kii%  of 
Fniffia  in  the  year  1759.     The  objeftions  which  tl^  right  hcv 
nourable  gentleman  (Mr.  Fox)  had  brought  againft  the  prcient  trea- 
ty ;  the  points,  wherein  he  ftated  it  to  differ  for  the  worfe,  from 
ereiy  other  treaty,  which  we  had  even  formed  with  the  fame.  Of 
any  other  power,  were  thefe :   that  the  King  of  Sardima,  at  tlic 
tioie  of  our  giving  hi^n  the  fubiidy,  was  adually  engaged  in  a  war 
with  France  :  and  that  there  was  no  neceflity,  therefore,  for  us  to 
have  fubfidized  him,  to  make  him  go  to  war ;  that  the  only  condi- 
tion that  we  expected  from  him  in  return  for  our  fubfidy,  was  the 
defence  of  bis  own  dominions  \  and  that  for  this,  in  addition  to  the 
fiifaGdy,   we  guaranteed  to  him  not  the  poffefllon  only  of  that  part 
of  his  dominions  oi  whidi  he  was  ftiU  pofifefied,  but  the  reftitution 
of  Savoy,  the  poiTeffi^m  of  which  had  adually  been  taken  from  him. 
With  eveiy  one  of  thefe  circumftances,  does  the  circumAances  of 
the  iubfidy-treaty  with  the  King  of  Prufiia  in  1 7  5  S  exadly  tally. 
The  Kii^  of  Pruffia  was  then  in  a  ftate  of  a<^ual  war  widi  all  the 
gfcat  continental  powers :  he  was  adlually  out  of  poiTeilion  of  con- 
fideiable  pait  di  his  domiruons,  and  nearly  overwhelmed,  by  tiie 
immenfe  fiwee  emptied  ag^nft  him.     And  did  this  country  treat 
Ua,  as  the  honourable  gentleman  (Mr.  Fox)  would  now  wUh  us 
10  treat  tiie  King  of  Sardinia  ?     No  \    it  was  piecifely  on  th^e 
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principles  dated  clearly  and  at  large  in  the  preamble  of  that  fubfid/v 
becaufe  he  was  opprefTed  bf  powerful  enemies,  becaufe  he  was  ouC 
of  poflrefTion  of  part  of  his  dominions,  and  becaufe  he  was  fo  ex* 
haufted  as  to  be  incapable  by  hinrxfelf  of  defending  the  remainder^ 
that  we  were  induced  to  aid  him  ;  an  annual  fubfidy  of  dyoyoool* 
was  cheerfully  and  unanimoufly  voted  him  ;  was  carried  triumph- 
antly through  that  Houfe,  with  the  loudeft  approbation  of  the 
country. 

And  to  him  too,  as  t\ow  to  the  King  of  Sardinia,  we  guaranteed 

flie  reftitution  of  thofe  dominions,  of  w}ncii  he  had  been  deprived* 

The  difference,  therefore,  between  thcfe  two  cafes  lay  only  in  tins  z 

diat  the  fubiidy  granted'to  the  King  of  PrufTia  was  4.00,000!.  lar« 

ger  than  that  now  granted  to  die  King  of  Sardinia  ;  and  that  the  ne« 

ceflity  for  fubfididng  the  King  of  Sardiiua  now,  was  (in  his  ndnd  at 

lead]  ten  thoufand  thi^es  more  urgent  than  that  for  granting  the 

fubiidy  to  the  King  of  J^rufTia.     For,  on  what  principle  could  that 

vote  be  juftiftcd  to  the  people,  who  were  to  pay  it?  On  Ae  wiih 

which  the  then  fervants  of  the  Crown  entertained  to  preferve  the 

balance  of  power  in  Europe.     But  how  much  ihonger  were  the 

reafons  which  the  Mini(hy  of  this  day  mi^t  urge  in  defence  of  the 

prefent  meafurc !  They  might  with  confidence  tell  the  nation,  ^re 

require  diis  money,  not  to  fupport  a  precarious  or  ideal  balance  of 

power,  but  to  enable  us  to  defend  your  Government,  your  property, 

and  your  lives,  againil  an  enemy  who  is  waging  a  war  for  your  utter 

extermination!     A  nation  already  too  powerfol,  had,  by  what 

fome  were  pleafed  to  call  a  political  rego^erarion,  attained  to  a  de^ 

gree  of  ^ngfh  which  threatened  the  fubverfion  of  all  die  exifiing 

forms  of  focial  union.     To  avert  this  catafttophe,  the  acceflion  of 

Sardinia  is  requifite ;  and  (he  can  give  ef&dhial  aid  in  fo  doing. 

A  noble  Lord  (Lord  Wycombe)  had,  on  the  firft  nig^t  of  the  fef- 

iion,  avo^¥ed,  that  he  conceived  the  ojmiions  and  pradtices  now 

prevalent  in  France  to  be  the  beginning  of  a  new  fyftem  of  pditi- 

cal  principles  and  condu£t  throughout  £urope.     If  it  were,  indeed, 

true,   that  old  principles  were  giving  way  fo  feft,   Mr.  Cannii^ 

faid,   he  confefled  that  the  notion  of  the  t^lapce  of  power,  however 

clearly  fome  gentlemen  might  comprehend  it,  did  not  appear  tp  him 

to  have  been  fo  very  clearly  explained,  or  fo  ^nerally  ynderftood^ 

as  that  the  people  of  England  would  cling  by  it  to  the  laft,  after 

abandoning  all  their  other  prejudices  and  prepoffeflions ;  or  that  the 

poor  peafantry,  who  had  been  reprefented  that  night  as  havii^  thdr 

hard-earned  pittance  cruelly  wrung  from  them,  to  fomifh  the  fub* 

fidy  for  the  King  of  Sardinia,  would  be  better  pleafed  to  part  widi  it 

fn  the  fiippcNt  pf  the  balance  of  power^  than  in  aid  of  an  aUy,  ea« 
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pged  in  oommon  .with  themfclvcs  for  the  lafcty,  the  laws,  the  rdi*» 
gioHy  and  tbc  liberty  of  mankind. 

He  could  not,  therefore,  conceive  on  what  principle  any  gentle* 
man  could  aigue  the  prefent  treaty  to  be  di&dvantageous,  in  compa- 
lifonwith  that  of  1758-99  unlefs,  indeed,  it  were,  that  as  it  feem-* 
cd  to  be  the  opinion  of  gentlemen  oppoiite,  that  the  Earl  of  Yar- 
mouth dtfchai^ed  his  cmbaily  to  the  Court  of  Pruffia,  fo  much  bet- 
ter for  being  unpaid,  fo  they  might  poflibly  think  that  the  Kii^  of 
Sanfinia  would  fight  better  if  we  reflifed  to  pay  him. 

The  right  honourable  gentleman  oppofitc,  (and  here  he  begged  to 
be  underftood,   that  when  he  prefumed  to  notice  fuch  aiguments  as 
he  thoi^ht  exceptionable,  when  they  came  even  from  fuch  authority* 
he  did  not  do  fo,  however,  with  any  intention  of  behaving  to  that 
right  honourable  gentleman  (Mr.  Fox)  in  any  other  manner  than 
fudias  might  evince,  what  he  really  felt,  the  fincereft  admiration 
((X  lis  talents,   and  refped  and  efteem  for  his  perfon.}    That  right 
honourable  gentleman  did  indeed  feem  to  entertain  fome  fuch  opi- 
nion ;  for  he  had  argued  almoft  as  if  he  thou^t  that  the  fublidy 
was  a  drawback  upon  the  exertions  of  the  King  of  Sardinia  ;  that 
he  had  been  well  enough  difpoied  at  firft,  both  by  intereft  and  in^ 
dination,  to  cany  on  the  war  with  vigour ;  but  that,  impofe  upon 
him  a  fubfidy^   and  all  his  vigour  was  inffamdy  overwhelmed  and^ 
cxdnguifhed*      Nay,  the  right  honourable  gendcman  went  fiili 
£mhcr,  and  propofed  that  the  King  of  Sardinia,'  not  only  fhould 
have  recdved  nothing  at  our  hands,  but  that  becaufe  he  happens 
to  be  the  Sovereign  of  a  territory  whofe  revenues  are  infufficient  to 
fepport  an  adequate  military  force^  we  who  are  wealthy  ou^  to 
ini^  upon  his  fublidizing  us ;  that  he  (hould  not  only  fight  on  i^ 
himfdf,  but  pay  us  for  looking  at  him. 

Till  he  could  fubfcribe  to  this  do<Sbine,  he  (hould  continue  to 
diinkthat,  imderthie  circumfiances,  in  which  the  King  of  Sardinia 
had  ibod,  it  was  eflentially  neceflhry  that  we  (hould  aiTift  him  ;  and 
diat  our  affiflance  had  not  been  afforded  to  him  in  a  more  ample 
jnanner,  than  the  neccflity  required. 

With  regard  to  the  queftion  which  he  had. at  firft  pa(red  over^ 
die  ob|e£Hons  to  the  treaty  in  totOy  as  if  it  ought  never  to  have 
been  made,  all  thefe  objediions  would  ultimately  refolve  tbemfehrcs 
into  fuch  as  had  been  urged  againft  the  war  in  general.  As  ht 
had  not  yet  enjoyed  any  opportunity  of  declaring  his  fentimenli 
upon  this  fubje^,  he  would,  if  confident  with  the  rules  of  thr 
Houfo,  cSct  a  few  remarks  upon  it  before  he  fat  down.  Concciv* 
11^  it  to  be  natural  and  neceflary  that  he  (hould  declare  his  reafona 
for  approvixig  the  commencement  of  a  war  which  he  was  fupport^ 

Ff  a 
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ing  in  detail,  and  of  which  he  applauded  the  continuance  and  v^or- 
ous  profccution.  The  war  then  he  coiild  not  confider  in  any  other  , 
light,  than  as  a  war  into  which  we  had  been  forced  by  unprovoked 
tiggreflions  on  the  part  of  France,  nor  couM  he  fee,  as  fome  gen- 
tlemen were  difpofed  to  do,  that  thefc  aggreflions  were  the  lefs  to 
be  rcfiftcd  and  repelled,  on  account  of  the  principles  by  which  they 
werejuftificd. 

Diftinftions,  indeed,  had  been  taken  by  gendemen  on  the  other 
fide  of  the  Houfe,  between  the  progrcfs  of  the  arms  of  France    and 
"file  progrcfs  of  her  principles.     The  progrefs  of  her  arms,   it   "was 
admitted,  if  had  been,  and  would  always  bcy  our  right  and   our 
•policy  to  oppofe ;  but  we  need  not,  and  we  ought  not,  it  fccms,  to 
go  to  war  againft  her  principles.     He,  for  his  part,  could   not  fee 
•fuch  nice  diftindions.     Admitting  that  the  aggrandizement  and  ag- 
greffion  of  France  muft  naturally  be  the  objcdts  of  our  jcalouiy  and 
Tcfiftance,  he  could  not  underfhnd  that  they  became  lefs  fo,  in  pro- 
portion as  they  were  accompanied  and  promoted  by  principles   de- 
ftruSive  of  civil  focict)- ;  he  could  conceive  no  reafoii  why    the 
•   fword,  which,  if  it  had  been  attempted  to  be  drawn  by  the  ancient 
monarchy  of  France,  would  have  been  reprefentcd  as  threatening 
our  profperit)',  Our  rights,  our  very  exiftence,  might  be  wielded 
w  ith  tenfold  force  by  the  arm  of  Republicanifm  ;  might  be  pointed 
even  at  our  breafts,  whhout  endangering  our  fafety  or  our  honour. 

But  not  only  is  this  a  war  againft  principles,  but  againft   the 
very  beft  of  principles,  a  war  againft  freedom.     This  is  loudly  and 
confidently  affcrted,  and  h  to  be  proved,  we  are  told,  from  the 
circumftance  of  MmHlers  having  negle<fted  to  interfere  concerning 
die  partition  of  Poland.     Had  not  Minifters  been  aduated  by  a  ha- 
tred of  liberty  on  the  one  hand,,  and  reftrained  by  a  love  of  dc- 
IJpotifm  on  the  other,  they  could  never  have  chofcn  to  make  vear 
againft  France,  rather  than  againft  the  Powers  who  had  partitioned 
Poland.     The  authors  of  this  aflcrtion   afFcdlcd  to  difregard^    or 
"difdained  to  Confider^  the  comparative  diftancc  of  France  or  Poland^ 
the  relative  importance  of  the  two  countries  to  us,  the  ftrength  of 
'  the  confederacy  by  which  the  latter  \^*as  opprcfTed,  and  every  other 
•'circumftance  which  (liould  guide  the  difcrction  or  regulate  the  con- 
dud  of  every  fober  politician. 

Well,  he  would  put  all  thefe  confidcrations  out  of  the  queftion  ; 
hcrwould  not  uigc  the  obvious  abfurdity  of  going  in  feardi  of  diftant 
'  dangers,  and  overlooking  tliat  which  knocked  at  our  door  ;  he 
would  fay  nothing  of  the  compdrative  diftdvantagcs  of  going  to 
war  againft  Auftria,  Pruflia,  and  Ruffia,  without  an  ally,  and  tlie 
going  to  w^ar  againft  France,  witU  all  diofe  mighty  Powers- to  aKl 
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12S  ;  he  would  even  for^  the  ufc  of  the  argument  to  which  he  hatj 
before  adverted,  the  different  degrees  of  urgency  and  of  popularity 
which  there  muft  always  be  betvi^en  a  war,  fuch  as  that  for  Poland 
would  have  been,  for  the  fake  of  the  balance  of  power,  and  one 
like  that  in  which  wc  are  engtiged  with  France,  for  our  owti  de- 
fence and  prefervation.     He  would  pafs  over  all  this  ;  he  wouM 
admit,  for  a  moment,  that  there  was  equal  neceflity,  equal  call, 
for  owr  exertions  in  both  cafes  ;  and  then  he  would  put  the  ail- 
ment limply  and  folely  on  this  ground  :  if  there  be  two  powers, 
who  have  cpually  offended  you,  and  from  whom,  by  war  or  by 
ncgodadon,  you  muft  feck  redrefs  ;  if  one  of  thofe  powers,  how- 
ever in  other  rcfpccls  odious  and  wicked  in  your  eyes,  cannot  how- 
ever be  denied  to  have  fettled  a  rcfponfiblc  Government,  with  whicfh 
a  negociation  may  be  eafily  and  prudently  carried  on — while  in  Ac 
other,  however  olherwife  amiable  and  admirable,  it  muft  be  ad- 
mitted that  there  is  ho  fuch  tiling,  no  fafe  or  tangible  means  of  ne- 
gociation—does  it  not  fcem  a  moft  unaccountable  pcrverfcncfs  of 
judlgement,  which  fhall   ftiy,  **  Negociate  with  that  party  with 
which  negociation  is  imprafticable  ;  go  to  war  with  that  where  nc- 
gcxiadon  would  equally  avail ;  negociate  with  France  ;  go  to  war 
with  Auftria,  Ttuffia,  PnifTia.     Take  the  bond  of  the  beggar,  and 
throw  the  folvcnt  debtor  into  jail !" 

We  had  been  told  that  this  was  a  war,  into  which  we  had  been 
hurried  by  clamour  and  prejudice  ;  in  fhort,  that  it  is  a  war  of 
faffioH.      If,    by  a  war  ofpaJfrjUy  gentlemen  meant  that  it  was  one 
contrary  to  humanity,  jufticc,  and  found  policy,    and  which  owed 
its  origin  and  fupport  to  the  indulgence  of  fome  blamcablc  propcn- 
fity  in  our  nature,  gentlemen,  in  eftablilhing  this,  had  undertaken 
a  harder  tafk  than  thev  feemed  to  be  aware  cf.     The>^  muft  ar- 
raign  nature ^  and   confute  infiln^f ;  for  they  muft  prove  thvitfeff- 
freferuation  is  a  paifion,  which  it  is  criminal  to  indulge.      But  if  by 
war  of  pafllon,  gentlemen  underftond  no  more,  than  th^  in  addi- 
tion to  all  the  legitimate  and  cogent  caufcs  of  war,  in  addition 'to 
the  neceflity  of  repelling  unprovoked  aggrcffion,  of  fuccouring  our 
diftrefled  sdlies,  of  faving  Europe,  of  prcferving  ourfelvcs  ;  that  in 
addStion  to  all  this,  there  wxre  circumftances  in  this  war,  which 
engaged  and  intercfted  the  beft  feelings  and  fenfibilities  of  our  na- 
ture ;  in  this  fenfe  wc  might  be  proud  to  own,  that  it  was  fciirly  to 
be  called  a  war  of  paflion  ;  and  if  from  that  dignified  charaftcr  it 
Were  to  be  degraded  into  a  war  of  ambition  and  intereft,  it  wY)uld 
ceafe  to  halve  in  him  a  warm  and  zealous  defender. 

An  appeal  is  made  to  our  prudence ;  and  we  arc  afked,  with 
an  air  <rf  triumph.  What  are  wc  to  get  by  this  war  ?  Before  he  it- 
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tennited  to  iniWkr  diat  quefti(Mi>  he  would  take  the  liberty  to  afky 
irfa^her  or  not  that  queftion  |nt>perly  and  particularly  applied  to  a 
^nr,  fuch  as  we  coiUcnd  this  to  be>  for  our  political  exigence  ;  or 
to  a  war»  fuch  as  we  contend  this  not  to  be,  a  war  of  aggrandixe^ 
ment  and  fpeculation  ?  If»  indeed^  Minifters  had  come  down  to 
that  Houfe,  and  (aid»  We  have  an  opportunity  of  procuring  great 
and  advantageous  acquifttions  for  the  country ;  we  may  wreft  from 
France  fome  fertile  province,  or  extort  f]X)m  her  feme  valuable 
branch  of  her  commerce^  if  you  will  but  fupport  us  in  a  war  ;   and 
if  upon  thefe  grounds  the  Houfe  had  confented  to  fupport  them  ; 
dien,  he  granted  the  whole  matter  at  iflfue  between  that  Houie  and 
Minifters !  the  queftion  which  might  be  moft  fairly  put,  as  con^ 
^ufive  upon  the  merits  of  the  war,  would  be,  Well,  what,  after 
all»  are  we  likely  to  get  by  this  war  ?     But,  in  the  prefent  cafe,  it 
was  widely  different.     We  might  be  proud  to  fay,  that  in  this  war, 
that  was  not  the  firft  queftion  that  we  aiked.     He,  for  one,  fhould 
bfi  aihamed  to  defend  a  war,  in  which  it  was  the  only  queftion  that 
oould  be  iatisiadorily  anfwered.     Yet,  Sir,  let  not  gientlemcn  run 
away  with  the  idea  that  we  have  gained  nothing.     Sir,  that  we  have 
ftill  a  Government ;  that  the  fundtions  of  this  Houfe  have  not  been 
iifurped  by  a  Correfponding  Society,  or  a  Scotch  Convention  ;  that 
inftead  of  fitting  debating  here,  whether  or  not  we  Ihall  fubfidize  the 
King  of  Sardinia^  we  are  not  rather  employed  in  deviling  how  to 
laife  a  forced  loan  for  fome  prooonfular  deputy,  whom  the  banditti 
c^  Paris  might  have  fcnt  to  receive  our  contributions  ;  !^ir,  that  we 
fit  here  at  all — ^Thefe  are  the  fruits  of  the  war. 

But  when  neither  our  reafon  nor  our  prudence  can  be  fct  againft 
die  war,  an  attempt  is  made  to  alarm  our  apprchcniions.  The 
French  are  ftated  to  be  an  invincible  people :  ii^amed  to  a  degree 
of  madnefs  with  the  holy  enthufiafm  of  freedom,  there  is  nothing 
diat  they  will  not  undertake,  there  is  nothing  that  they  cannot  ac** 
cximpli(li.  He  ijv^s  as  ready  as  any  man  to  allow,  that  the  French 
were  enthufiaftically  animated,  be  it  how  it  may,  to  a  ftate  of  ab* 
fblute  infanity.  He  deiired  no  better  proof  of  their  being  mad, 
than  to  fee  them  hugging  themfelves  in  a  fyftem  of  (lavery  fo  gioft 
and  grinding  as  their  prefent,  and  calling  at  the  fame  time  aloud 
upon  all  Europe  to  admire  and  envy  their  freedom.  But  before 
.their  plea  of  madnefs  could  be  admitted  as  conduftve  againft  our 
ri^t  to  be  at  war  with  them,  gentlemen  would  do  well  to  recoiled^ 
tiiat  of  madnefs  there  are  feveral  kinds.  If  theirs  had  been  a  harm- 
lefs  ideot  lunacy,  which  had  contented  itfelf  with  playing  its  tricks 
and  pradliiing  its  fooleries  at  hohie  ;  with  drcfling  up  ftrumpets  in 
0ak-leaveS|  and  inventing  nick- names  for  theKalendar,  belhoi^d 
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have  been  (ar  from  defiring  to  interropt  their  innocent  amufements  ;• 
we  might  have  looked  on  with  hearty  contempt,  indeed,  but  mtba 
contempt  not  wholly  unmixed  with  commiferatlon. 

But  if  there  be  a  madnefs  of  a  difFerent  kind,  a  moodr  mifchic* 
Tous  infanityy  if  not  contented  with  tearing  and  wounding  them- 
felvesy  they  proceed  to  exert  their  unnatural  ftrength  for  the  an* 
Aoyance  of  tlicir  nci^bours,  if  not  fatisfied  with  weaving  (haws 
and  wearing  fetters  at  home,  they  attempt  to  carry  their  fyftems, 
and  their  flavery  abroad,  and  to  impofe  them  on  the  nations  of 
Eoiope ;  it  becomes  neceflfary  then,  that  thofe  nadons  ihodd  be 
roofed  to  refifhmce ;  fueh  a  difpoiition  muft  for  the  fsifety  and  peace 
of  the  world  be  repclled«  and,  if  poffible,  eradicated. 

But,  when  it  is  found  that  we  are  not  to  be  daunted  by  the  efFeSs 
of  their  madnefe,  we  are  called  upon  to  compaflionatc  its  caufe.   It 
has  aiifcn,  as  we  are  told,  partly  from  the  oppreflTion  of  their  an* 
tient  Government,  and  partly  from  their  being  inflamed  and  exaf- 
pciated  by  the  prefent  powerful  confederacy  formed  againft  them* 
What,  if  he  were  to  be  attacked  by  an  individual  madman— wa$ 
it  his  bufioefs  to  proceed  to  an  inveftigation  of  the  ori^n  of  hi^  tSf- 
eafe,  before  he  guarded  againft  its  confcquences  ?  And  if  he  found 
upon  examinadon,  that  there  was  reafonable  and  juft  caufe  for  hit 
running  mad,  if  a  Aahder  by  were  to  fay  to  him,  '^  that  poor  man 
loft  his  wits  irom  love,  or  was  driven  out  of  them  by  the  cruelty 
of  rdations— -if  you  were  to  know  by  what  a  melancholy  train  of  ac- 
cidents that  unhappy  maniac  was  reduced  to  his  prefent  defperate 
condition,  you  would  be  above  rcfiffing  him  r"— Was  this  fort  of 
reafoning  to  operate  with  him  againft  the  adoption  of  any  meafuret 
of  felf-dcfcnce  ?   He  could  hardly  think  fo— nor  could  he  agree  ibat 
wtdi  rcgacd  to  the  French  nation,  it  would  merit  much  more  atten- 
^on  --no  matter  how  they  came  to  be  what  diey  are ;  beafts  he 
found  them,  and  as  againft  beafts,  he  muft  defend  himfelf* 

He  did  tmt  envy  gendemen  the  ta(k  which  they  had  impofed  oir 
themfclves  of  poifoning  the  fair  hopes  of  th6  country,  and  redudng 
d)c  tnlnds  of  the  people,  othcrwife  not  inclined  to  a  want  of  con* 
iidcnce  in  tiie  fucceffes  of  the  war^  to  a  ftate  of  depreflSon  and  de- 
^f .  He  did  not  much  envy  their  induftry,  neither,  he  would 
confefs,  did  he  much  fear  their  fuccefs.  .But  when  gentlemen  had 
ODce  undertaken  that  uitgratefhl  taik,  (for  unpleaiing  he  was  fure  it 
muft  bb,  and  nothing  but  a  ftrong  and  imperious  fenfe  of  their  duty 
could  induce  them  to  undertake  it  at  all)-^When  they  had  once 
donee  fo,  he  thought  they  were  bound  to  go  through  with  it*  And 
then,  if  aB  that  they  had  Dud  were  true ;  if  our  fituation  ni'as  indeed 
isdeuiorabie  as  diey  reprefented  i(-«*if  we  had  failed  in  all  our 
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plans — ^and  been  baffled  in  every  cxertbn — if  fuch  had  been  the 
nature  and  extent  of  our  misfortunes,  that  we  had  neither  fatis&c- 
tion  in  what  is  part,  nor  refaurces  for  the  prefent,  nor  hopes  for  the 
fqture — ^and  if  for  all  thefe  rcafons,  it  is  become  neceffary,  as  they 
ftate,  to  fuc  for  peace — let  not  gentlemen  (lop  here — let  ^em  finifh 
the  pidure— let  them  fhew  us  the  extent  of  our  calamities^  and 
dcfcribe^all  the  horrors  of  our  fituation.     If  for  thefe  reafons,  peace 
muft  be  aflced,  let  them  tell  us,  for  thefe  fame  reafons,  what  fort 
of  a  peace  we  are  likely  to  obtain.     It  would  not  be  a  common 
peace,  to  be  obtained  by  common  concefTions,  or  preferred  by  coni- 
mon  fecurity.     On  our  part,  for  our  own  fecurity,  we  muft  infift 
on  the  difbanding  of  the  great  Qanding  army  which  was  th^  inftru- 
ment  of  the  Revolutionary  Government  of  our  enemy;  and  could  it 
be  thought  that  die  potent  Republic,  which  had,  according  to  fomc 
gentlemen,  baffled  all  our  fchcmes,  and  withftood  all  our  efibrts, 
would  fubmit  to  fo  degrading  and  humiliating  a  conceflion  ?    Our 
only  reliance  then  muft  be  on  the  public  faith  and  refponfibility  of 
the  prefent  rulers  of  France — men,  whofe  charadters  were  fo  £um* 
liar  to  that  Houfe,  that  he  (hould  not  think  it  worth  while  to  deli* 
neate  them — ^but  he  w^ould  aflc  gentlemen,  whether  or  not  they  rc- 
coUedied  an  argument,  which  fomeof  them  had  brought  forward  on 
a  former  night^-diat  it  was  by  the  diftradlions  of  that  unhappy 
countiy  within,  and  the  prcffure  of  hoftilc  force  from  without,  that 
thefe  monfters  had  been  raifed  to  power  ;  and  if  they  avowed  that 
argument,  he  would  farther,  afk,  whether  they  muft  not  acknow-- 
ledge  that  their  power  would  ceafe  with  the  ceftadon  of  the  caufes 
that  produced  it— that  diofc  caufes  would  ceafe  with  the  war — ^and 
that  the  very  aft  of  making  peace  therefore  on  the  rcfponilbility  of 
the  prefent  rulers  of  France,  would  by  deftroying  their  power,  de- 
firoy  the  only  fecurity  of  its  continuance  ?    So  much  for  our  fecurity, 
and  on  the  other  hand— what  terms  could  we  offer  ?    In  vain  might 
we  propofe  all  the  ufual  fecurities  of  pacification  on  our  part — the 
recalling  our  troops— the  difmanding  our  navy — ^the  ceffion  of  the 
iflands  and  provinces  which  we  may  have  taken — the  abandon- 
ment of  our  Allies,  and  the  relinquifliment  of  this  fame  Savoy,  of 
which  fo  much  had  been  faid,  that  fay  the  anfwer  of  France  would 
be  "  No — that  it  is  not  enough  from  you— it  is  idle  mockery  to 
talk  pf  thofc  things  as  pledges  for  your  peaceably  difpofition  towards 
us.     It  is  not  enough,  that  you  relinqui(h  all  that  you  have  gained, 
or  indemnify  us  for  all  we  have  expended,  that  you  expoie  your 
commerce  to  our  rapine,  and  your  coafis  to  our  invafton.     You 
have  among  you  what  muft  keep  alive  an  eternal  difpofidon  to  en-« 
ndty  againft  us,  and  a  power  that  will  give  efiedt  to  difpofkioq. 
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you  have  your  Confiitutiofiy  furrender  us  that.     It  is  againft  thatp 
dut  wc  originaliy  declared  war,  bjr^the  fubmiflion  of  that  alone  can 
the  war  be  determined.  We  aik  no  nwre  of  you,  our  enemies,  as  a 
pledge  i^  peace,  than  tre  have  before  demanded  of  our  friends,  the 
Belgians,  as  a  memorial  of  amity.     But,  while  your  Conditution 
lemains,  whatever  other  (hew  of  friendihip  you  may  hold  out  to  us, 
never  can  true  reconcilement  grow  between  fentiments  and  fyftems 
fe  oppofite— while  that  continues  to  give  vigour  to  your  Govern- 
nenc,  and  generofity  to  your  pec^e ;  never  can  you  fit  tamely  by^ 
fpedators  of  the  pranks  which  we  mean  to  play  thmughout  Europe." 
But  neither  did  it  appear  to  him,  that  the  call  for  peace  was  fo 
prcflmg  and  immediate.     He  had  heard  it  aiferted,  indeed,  that  the 
peofAe  were  awakening  from  what  was  called  dieir  delufion,  and 
were  become  clamorous  for  the  fpecdy  concluiion  of  the  war.     He 
had  heard  tt  alTertcd  on  a  former  night,  that  even  anxmg  diofe  gen- 
tlemen who  fupported  Minifters  in  that  Houfe,  diere  was  not  one 
who  would  (land  up  to  (ay,  that  in  his  heart  he  was  fatisfied  with 
^  profecution  of  the  war.    He^  for  his  part,  could  not'boaft  of  fuch 
various  and  extenGve  communications  out  of  doors,  as  many  gen- 
tlemen might  have-*— nor  had  he  long  enough  had  the  honour  of  a 
feat  in  that  Houfe,  to  be  able  to  judge  by  any  other  criterion  than 
its  votes,  of  the  touch  and  temper  of  its  inclinations. — ^But  as  far  as 
his  own  limited  communication  and  (hort  experience  enabled  him  to 
fpcak  to  this  point,  he  could  fairly  fay — I  come  from  among  the 
people,  wtiom  I  have  left,  not  difheartcned  and  defponding,  anxious 
indeed,  as  which  of  us  is  not  r  for  the  happy  2md  honourable  ter- 
mination of  the  war — ^but  reiblved  to  perfevere  with  vigour,  till  a 
tennination,  fuch  as  they  approve,  not  diigraceful,  nor  calamitous, 
Ihall  be  obtained.      I  come  among  the  reprefentatives  of  the  people, 
whom  I  (ind  as  they  ought  to  be,  in  unifon  with  fentiments  of  their 
conftituents,  continue  to  profecute  with  firmnefs  a  war,  which  they 
begun  through  neceiTity,  fupporting  it  with  unremitted  ardour,  and 
fandioning  it  with  unexamined  majorities. 

For  all  thcfe  rcafons,  becaufe  he  conceived  the  war,  of  which 
dtts  treaty  was  a  natural  and  necefTary  jnrt,  to  have  begun  in  ne- 
ceffity,  and  to  be  continued  in  ju(tice  ;  becaufe  he  could  not  think 
that  in  its  progrefs  it  had  been  fo  deplorably  and  difgracefully  un- 
fuooefsful  as  fome  gentlemen  were  willii^  to  reprelent  it ;  becaufe 
he  did  not  fee  Itow  our  acquifitions  in  the  Weft  Indks  could  fsiirly 
be  ftated  as  a  hfsy  4)ecaufe  he  did  not  fee,  how  our  conquefts  in  the 
Eaft  could  properly  be  charaderized  as  dlf graces  and  defeats  \  be- 
caufe he  did  not  fee,  how  the  deftru^tion  of  the  maritime  force  of 
our  only  maritime  riva]|  could  reafonably  be  calculated  as  a  fatal 
Vol.  XXXYIL  G  e 
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blow  to  our  commercial  and  naval  fupcriority;  but,  becaufe  he  did 
in  his  heart  believe^thc  very  reverfe  of  all  ihcfc  propofitions  to  be 
true  :  becaufe,  to  conduft  the  war  to  a  fucccfsful  and  glorious  ter- 
mination, he  conceived  that  the  fyftem  of  alliances,  which  we  had 
formed,  (hould  be  fcrupuloufly  maintained,  that  they  (hould  be 
maintained,  not  only  with  thofe  powers,  which  were  of  thcmfclves 
ftrong  enough  to  perform  a  part  adequate  to  tlie  afliftance  which 
they  might  receive  from  us— but  that  if  there  appeared  in  any  of  the 
Allied  Powers  a  want  of  ability  to  perform  fuch  a  part,  if  there  ap- 
peared to  be  wcakncfs  in  their  counfels,  or  (lacknefs  in  their  fpirit, 
or  inadequacy  in  tlieir  force  ;  that  they  ought  to  derive  from  us  the 
ability  which  they  wanted,  they  ought  to  be  counfcllcd  by  our  M-if- 
dom,  and  animated  with  our  ardour,  and  recruited  with  our  flrcngth ; 
becaufe,  among  all  the  Allied  Powers,  he  knew  none  to  whom  it  was 
more  ncceflary  that  fuch  fupport  fhould  be  liberally  furnifhed  than 
to  the  King  of  Sardinia,  he  fhould  chearfully  give  his  vote  for  re- 
ferring the  treaty  to  a  Committee. 

Mr.  STANLEY,  after  paying  a  compliment  to  the  eloquence  of 
the  honourable  gentleman  who  had  fpoken  lad,  faid,  he  had  rifcn 
to  exprefs  an  opinion,  that  he  believed  would  not  altogether  be  ap- 
proved  of  by  cither  of  the  parties  in  the  Houfe  ;  but  yet,  he  would 
venture  to  fay,  it  was  an  opinion  enteitained  by  many  gentlemen 
individually,  and  chiefly  by  fuch  as  were  feated  on  the  benches 
neareft  to  him. 

Of  late,  few  gentlemen  have  rifen,  from  die  part  of  the  Houfc 
from  whence  he  fpoke,  to  deliver  their  opinions  ;  and  perhaps,  to 
too  great  an  extent,  had  they  permitted  themfelves  to  give  filent 
votes ;  the  time  was  come,  however,  where  it  become  then\  to 
take  a  more  aflive  part ;  the  time  was  come,  when  gendemen 
muft  feel,  that  the  peace  and  fafety  of  the  country  were  expofed  to 
a  danger,  great,  and  imminent ;  and  feeling  this,  whatever  eneigy 
they  poffeffed  fhould  be  awakened  ;  the  time  was  come,  when  it 
(hould  be  (hewn,  that  England  had  not  loft  the  fpirit,  which  hereto- 
fore, as  danger  had  become  more  pre(ring,  had  conftantly  increafed : 
it  (hould  be  (Iiewn,  that  England  had  yet  her  country  gendemen, 
anxious  for  her  welfare,  and  earned  in  their  defirc  to  (lep  forward 
and  defend  her  intereft.  Would  gendemen  be  pleafed,  if  an  opi- 
nion (hould  go  forth,  that  France  was  no  longer' a  nation  of  which 
'England  (hould  be  jealous  ?  and  that  all  former  apprehenfion  of 
her  power,  and  fpirit  of  refidirig  her  aggreflion,  (hould  be  forgotten 
with  the  viftories  of  CrcfTy  and  of  Agincourt  ?  Such  could  not  be 
the  wi(b  of  men,  he  faid,  in  whofe  veins  flowed  Englifh  blood ; 
ttoit  would  many  of  liis  countrymen,  be  trufted,  when  they  cam^  to 
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oonikler  the  circumftanccs  of  the  time,  authorize,  by  a  lukewarm 
mnd  inanimated  condud,  fuch  opinions  to  be  maintained.  If  the 
fee  we  were  contending  with,  had  at  any  period  been  formidable  to 
chiscountiy,  (he  was  now  doubly  fo.  Formerly  fhe  had  been  urged  to 
contend  with  us  by  principles  of  ambition  :  now  fhe  was  urged  on 
tx)  hodility  againd  us  by  an  aggregation  of  every  principle  difgraccful 
U>  human  nature.  She  was  ambitious,  Hie  was  rcfentful,  (he  was 
envious,  envious  of  our  profperity,  envious  of  our  power,  envious 
of  our  virtue  ;  (he  threatened  to  overturn  and  involve  in  one  com- 
mon ruin,  all  we  valued,  the  whole  fabric  of  our  fociety.  She 
thicatcncd  to  land  on  our  coafts,  and  to  cru(h  amongft  us,  to  re- 
duce to  a  level  with  the  vileft  dregs  of  our  community,  all  that  we 
cftcem  great,  dignified,  and  eminent.  Were  it  either  prudent  or  wife 
to  treat  fuch  threats  with  contempt,  Mr.  Stanley  faid,  he  would 
not  have  attempted,  as  he  was  now  doing,  to  excite  alarm,  or  awaken 
apprehenfion  ;  but  it  did  not  appear  to  him  a  time  when  danger 
fliould  be  played  with ;  he  could  not  help  blaming  diat  policy 
which  induced  gentlemen  to  reprefent  to  others  the  times  as  lefs 
awful  than  they  were,  fatal  confequences  might  enfue  from  an  idea 
too  (ar  encouraged,  that  the  French  could  not  be  fuccefsful  againd 
the  armies  of  cidier  the  Duke  of  Bnmfwick,  or  Prince  Saxe  Co- 
bourg,  or  that  they  could  not  efFcA  a  landing  widi  a  confiderable 
force  either  in  Ireland  or  in  England ;  a  fcnfe  of  danger,  he  obferved, 
was  often  of  fervice  in  animating  men  to  exertion  ;  and  if  England 
was  provoked  to  exert  her  force  ;  if  her  fpirit  was  warmed,  it 
was  impo(riblc  diat  in  the  end  (he  fliould  not  be  vitftotious.  But  if 
there  cxifted  one  fyftem  of  conduct  more  calculated  than  another  to 
dcprefs  ardour,  to  weaken  eneigy,  it  was  that  which  gentlemen 
were  purfuing  in  calling  inceflantly  for  peace  at  the  prefent  period. 
Could  there  De  amongft  us,  Mr.  Stanley  faid,  men,  Englifhmen, 
who  could  a(k  for  peace,  who  could  think  of  fuing  for  it,  at  a  mo- 
ment when  France  threatened  to  invade  our  country  ?  He  had  heard 
fuch  fcntiments  however,  and  had  heard  them  with  pain.  Could 
the  defirc  of  thwarting  a  Minifter  ?  could  the  defire  of  gratifying 
perfcNfial  animofit}%  fo  far  deprive  men  of  their  better  judgements, 
and  aniuhilate  all  their  national  charader  ?  but  he  hoped  fuch  deli- 
rium would  foon  fubfide,  that  awakened  to  their  former  fentiments, 
alive  to  their  feelings  is  Englifhmen,  thofe  who  had  hitherto  form- 
ed a  minority,  crying  out  like  children  againft  the  war,  would  unite 
in  opinion  with  the  majority  of  the  Houfe,  and  (hew  themfelves  to 
be  animated  with  the  reft  of  their  countrymen^  with  but  one  beait 
and  one  mind  againft  the  common  enemy. 
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Entreating  gentlemen  on  or^  fide  of  the  Houfc,  however^   to  an 
alteration  of  their  condudl,  Mr.'  Stanlejr  faid,   he  fhould  not  fit 
down,  without  entreating  on  the  other  hand,  thofe  to  whom,  on  this 
ferious  occafion,  the  management  of  the  public  interefts  had  been 
cntruftcd,  to  prove  tfiemfelvcs  worthy  of  the  charge ;  at  the  head  of 
the  Adminiftration  was  a  gentleman  whom  the  country  beheld  vnth 
pleafure,  and  in  whom  they  were  deiirous,  from  prejudice  even,   to 
repofe  their  confidence  ;  they  were  grateful  to  him  for  having  raiibd 
the  country  from  a  ftate  of  defpondency  to  affluence  ;  they  were  in 
admiration  of  his  abilities,  but  more  dian  from  any  other  circum- 
cumilance,  they  loved  and  revered  him,  becaufe  he  was  the  ion  of 
the  Earl  of  Chatham.     Mr.  Stanley  entreated,  implored  tliis  gen- 
tleman to  prove  himfclf  worthy  of  his  father,  and  he  entreated  hJm 
the  more  earneftly,  to  an  exertion  of  all  his  abilities,  to  an  unre- 
mitting application  of  all  his  attention,  in  the  profeciition  of  ihe^ 
war,  on  account  of  the  fucceflcs  during  the  laft  campaign  not  hav- 
ing been  altogether  equal  to  the  expc6lations  of  the  Public  ;  and  in 
confequence  of  fufpicions  having  been  entertained  that  in  fomc  of 
the  departments  of  Adminiftration,  there  had  been  much  negligicnctf 
and  inattention.     He  had  not,  Mr.  Stanlej''  added,  been  akoge- 
ther  free  from  harbouring  fuch  fufpicions  at  certain  intervals  him- 
felf ;  and  for  the  future,  he  muft  therefore  think  it  a  duty  incum- 
bent on  him  as  a  Member  of  ParlianrKnt,  to  be  watchful  over  the 
conduft  of  the  Adminiftration,  which  at  the  fame  time  with  all  his 
heart  he  (hould  fupport,  while  in  confcience  lie  could  do  fo  :  and 
he  would  now  tell  the  oppofitc  fide  of  the  Houfe,  from  whence 
many  taunts  and  rcfle<5>ions  injurious  to  the  charadlers  of  gentlemen 
fupporting  Adminifiraticn,  had  been  during  the  fittings  of  the  pre- 
fent  Parliament,  repeatedly  and  repeatedly  thrown  out,  that  to  the 
beft  of  his  belief,  if  ever  a  Miniftcr  fince  the  days  of  the  Revolu- 
tion had  been  fupported,  by  a  majority  in  the  compofition  of  which 
there  had  been  either  men  of  independent  or  difintcrcficd  fpirits, 
the  prefent  Minifier  had  been  fupported  by  fuch  majority ;  he  hai 
received  a  fupport,  which  while  it  fhould  have  been  in  the  extreme 
flattering  to  himfelf,  had  been  honourable  to  the  country;  a  fup- 
port, which,  as  Mr.  Stanley  trufted,  the  Minifter  would  try  to  be 
deferving  of,  he  hoped  would  long  continue  to  be  given. 

The  queftion  being  called  for, 

Mr.  FOX  rofe,  not  he  faid,  to  reply  at  any  length,  but  fimply 
to  fay,  that  if  the  gentlemen  on  the  other  fide  had  no  other  prece- 
dents to  produce  than  thofe  they  had  brought  forward  on  the  pre- 
fent occalion,  he  had  no  objcftion  to  ufe  the  cxpreflion  which  had 
been  imputed  to  him,  but  which  he  had  never  uttered,  \ii.  that 
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Hris  treaty  was  wholly  unprecedented.  The  two  treaties  which  had 
keen  cited  with  lb  much  triami^y  appeared  to  him  to  be  eflentially 
(iffercnt  froBi  the  one  which  they  were  then  difcuffing — The  treaty 
vith  Sanfinia  in  the  year  1704,  was  made  qnder  circumftanccs 
tocally  dificTcnt  from  the  prcfent,  because  at  that  time  the  King  of 
Sardinia  waB  the  Ally  of  France,  and  therefore  it  was  a  moft  ma- 
terial dbjcA  to  difengage  him  from  that  alliance,  and  to  bring  hin^ 
over  to  the  intcreft  of  the  Combined  Bowers — Another  circumftancs 
^be  oonikiered  was,  that  at  that  time  the  French  were  in  the  cha- 
racter, not  of  enemies,  but  of  friends  of  the  King  oif  Sardinia,  iq 
jpoSkSSkxi  of  a  confidcrable  part  of  his  domimoqs,  the  lofe  of  whid^ 
he  Ti-as  obliged  in  (bme  degree  to  hazard  by  changing  fides. 

The  Treaty  of  Worms  in  1743,  was  alfo  very  diftingutfhable 
from  the  prefent ;  becaufc,  though  titc  King  of  Sardinia  was  not 
^  Ally  of  France,  yet  he  appeared  to  be  balaiicii^  in  his  opinion, 
and  feemed  inclined  to  adopt  the  conduA  of  his  predecef&r,  and  to 
o^pige  on  both  iidcs  of  the  queAion  at  different  periods  of  the  wan 
The  diftindions  between  both  thofe  cafes  and  the  prcfent,  in  which 
the  King  of  Sardinia  was  aftively  engaged  in  the  war  before  wc  ap^ 
pearcd  to  be  interefted  in  it,  were  fo  obvbus,  that  it  was  perfedUy 
unnccefTary  for  him  to  take  up  the  time  of  the  Houfe  in  pointing 
them  out. 

Mr.  MILBANK  fpoke  in  approbation  of  the  treaty. 
Mr.  Alderman  NEWNHAM  faid,  that  thofe  with  whom  he 
had  a6led  in  former  Parliaments,  as  well  as  others  in  that  Houfe 
knew,  that  at  the  commencement  of  the  prefent  war,  he  had  not 
an  opportunity  of  delivering  his  fcntimcnts  on  the  general  (ituation 
of  this  country  in  that  Houfe,  not  at  that  time  having  the  honour  of 
a  feat  in  it,  but  now  he  thought  it  his  duty  to  do  fo.  He  confeiTed 
that  he  came  under  the  dcfcription  of  what  fome  confidered  a  ludi- 
crous charaAer.  He  was  what  was  called  an  alarmift  at  the  com- 
mencement of  the  French  conteft.  He  was  fo  ftill,  and  the  war  in 
its  origin  appeared  to  him  to  be,  if  not  an  unavoidable,  indifput- 
aUy  a  ncceflary  one,  and  therefore  he  was  an  alarmift,  and  with  ^ 
that  impreflion  as  to  the  >var  itfelf,  and  being  apprehendve  that 
great  inconvenience  muft  arife  to  this  country  from  the  fuccefs  of 
Fiance  under  the  prefent  fyftem  of  its  rulers,  he  felt  it  his  duty  to 
fay  it  was  his  intention  in  the  moft  determined  manner  to  fupport 
the  Minifter  in  carrying  on  the  war,  and  he  trufted  it  would  be 
conduced  in  the  beft  manner  that  might  conduce  to  the  honour  and 
advantage  of  this  country.  To  gentlemen  with  whom  he  had  for 
a  long  time  a6ted  in  political  queftions.  He  was  willing  to  give  the 
fulkft  credit,  generally  for  the  purity  of  their  motives^  and  he  had 
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no  doubt  but  their  condu6l  ftlU  was  the  refult  of  their  real  optirions, 
but  he  could  no  longer  aft  with  them  upon  the  prefent  crifis.  He 
bopcd  the  exertions  of  this  country  would  be  made  to  the  utmoft  of 
its  powery  to  ctittv  on  the  prefent  war,  for  he  apprehended,  that  if 
wc  did  not  proceed  with  die  utmoft  vigour  we  might  cxpccj  an  inva- 
Sen  of  this  country. 

He  had  heard  doubts  entertained  of  the  legalitj'  and  propriety  of 
rfie  manner  in  which  the  Heflian  troops  had  been  landed  in  this 
country*  He  diought  it  a  meafure  liighly  neccffary  and  therefore 
budablc.  So  far  was  he  from  feeling  any  uneafinefs  on  this  occaiion, 
that  he  rejoiced  at  it,  and  he  hoped  that  more  of  them,  or  other  fo- 
reign troops,  would  come  here,  for  they  might  all  be  wanted  for  the 
pToteftion  of  this  country  againft  an  invafion.  He  did  not  call  upon 
the  Miniftcr  to  explain  the  reafon  why  thefe  Heflian  troops  iprcrc 
hndcd  in  this  country :  no  doubt  he  had  a  good  reafon  for  k,  and 
poffibly  that  might  be  an  apprehenfion  of  invafion.  He  hoped  wc 
Ihould  all  join  and  concur  in  opinion  on  the  propriety  of  doing  evcrv 
thing  in  public  and  in  private  to  fupport  this  war,  to  the  utmoft  of 
the  power  of  ever)'  man  in  the  countr)'.  This,  he  muft  fay,  was 
not' like  any  other  war  we  had  ever  been  engaged  in,  it  was  a  jk-zt 
icjr  the  pfotcc^ion  of  all  civil  focicty ;  he  voted  therefore  for  the  Mi- 
nifter,  in  order  to  fupport  it,  and  he  trufted  it  would  be  conducted 
wifely. 

The  motion  was  then  carried. 

The  Houfe  then  refolvcd  itfelf  into  a  Committee  of  Supply,  Mr. 
Hobart  m  the  cliair. 

Mr.  FOX  rofc  to  a(k  a  qucftion  of  the  Minifter,  viz.  Whether 
the  other  combined  powers  were  hound  by  fimilar  ftipulations  to  the 
King  of  Sardinia  ? 

Mr.  Chancellor  PITT  faid,  he  fuppofcd  the  right  honourable 
gentleman  knew  there  was  a  treaty  between  the  Emperor  and  His 
Sardinian  Majefty. 

He  then  moved,  "  That  a  fum  of  2oo,oool.  be  granted  to  His 
Majefty,  to  enable  him  to  make  good  the  ftipulation  of  a  treaty  en- 
tered into  between  His  Majefty  and  the  King  of  Sardinia." 

Mr.  YORKE  wiflied  to  be  infonned  (as  there  were  reports  to  the 
contrar)''),  whether  the  King  of  Sardinia  had  fulfilled  the  treaty,  by 
keeping  the  ftipulatcd  number  of  troops  in  pay  ? " 

Mr.  Chancellor  PITT  faid,  it  was  true,  that  during  the  courfc 
of  a  long  and  fcvcrc  campaign,  the  troops  of  His  Sardinian  Majefty 
had  certainly  futFcrcd  ;  but  he  had  not  the  fmalleft  reafon  to  believe 
that  there  was  the  Icaft  deficiency  either  in  point  of  exertion  or  incli- 
nation on  tiic  part  of  that  Prince. 
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The  rcfolutioR  uas  agreed  to, 

Mr.  Chancellor  PITT  then  moved,  tliat  a  fum  not  cxcje  .ing 
two  millions  ilerlir^  be  granted  to  His  Majefly,  to  enable  him  to 
jay  off  certain  Exchequer  bills.     Agree4  to. 

The  rcfol«ticns  were  then  rca^  a  fcccnd  time,  and  faffed ;  after 
^hkh  the  Speaker  refumed  the  chair. 

Mr.  Chancellor  PI1"T  rofe  to  call  the  attention  of  the  Houfc  to 
2  Cftciof  conflderable  impcrtancc^  whidi  had  only  come  to  his  know- 
le*^  a  (hort  time  before  he  entered  the  Houfc.     The  information 
which  he  had  obtained  vas  not  cf  that  certain  fpecific  nature  to  enable 
2  dm  to  fpeak  with  preciiion  upon  the  fubjedt.      A  ihort  time  before 
he  came  into  the  Houfe,  it  was  ftated  to  him  by  fomc  mcrcanule  gen- 
tlemen, upon  information  which  they  deemed  authentic,  that  thft 
French  had  adopted  a  meafure  which  teemed  pcrfedly  cox)gcnial  to 
their  fyftem  of  finance,  viz.  that  they  had  paffcd  a  decree,  by  whid» 
every  individual  in  France  who  poffeffed  property  in  foreign  funds^ 
V3S  to  draw  bills  of  exdiange  to  the  amount  of  tliat  pnjpcrty ;  and 
thofe  bilk  were  (to  ufe  the  new-fa(hioncd  jargon)  in  a  ftate  of  requifi- 
hon ;  or,  in  other  words,  all  tliat  ptoperty  was  to  be  transferred  to 
the  French  Government,  who  were  to  pay  die  owners  for  dieir  pro- 
perty in  affignats  at  par.     The  decree  further  ordered,  that  alt 
bankers  (hould  not  only  be  liable  to  this  decree,  but  that  thej'^  fhould 
diicbfe  the  names  of  all  thofe  pcrfons  whom  ihcy  knew  to  poflefs  pro- 
perty of  that  defcripdon.      From  the  very  ihort  fpace  of  time  whHch 
he  had  been  informed  of  this  meafure,  and  the  want  of  more  dctzBlcd 
ac(!0unts  rcfpediing  it,  he  could  not  pofiibly  come  prepared  to  ftate  to 
the  Houfc  any  plan  which  it  would  be  proper  to  adopt  under  fuch 
circumftances  ;  but  he  thought  It  neceffiry  to  mention  it,  in  order 
tiiat  gentlemen  might  turn  their  minds  to  the  fubjec),  and  come  pn;- 
prcd  to  fuggeft  the  mcafures  proper  to  be  purfued  on  fuch  an  occ:^n. 
Gentlemen  would  however  eafily  perceive,  that  whatever  plan  was 
jjjdgcd  proper  to  adopt,  muft,  to  have  the  defired  cffLvft,  be  carried 
into  cfFedt  with  all  pofTible  difpatdi,  othcrwife  it  might  come  too  lata 
to  pievent  the  evil ;  he  fhould  therefore  take  the  liberty  of  nwvlng 
that  the  Houfb  fhould  only  adjourn  till  to-morrow  i  and  during  tliat 
twenty- four  hours  he  would  endeavour  to  procure  fuch  informatiun 
upon  the  fubje^l  as  would  enable  the  Houfe  to  form  a  more  accurate 
judgement-      At  all  events,  if  the  intelligence  which  he  had  received 
fhould  turn  out  to  be  unfounded,  he  would  rather  give  gentlemen 
the  trouble  of  a  fruitlefs  attendance  there,  tiian  lofe  a  lingle  hour  in 
carrying  into  immediate  efFcft  fucli  meafurcs  as  the  v»  ifdom  of  Parlia- 
moitfbould  dictate,  provided  the  accounts  proved  true.    If  tlie  Houfe 


431  PARLIAMENTARY  A.  1794. 

agreed  with  his  motion,  the  report  of  the  Committee  might  be  re- 
ceived to-morrow^ 

The  queftioni  on  receiving  the  report  of  the  Conunittee  of  Supply 
to-morrowy  was  then  put  and  carried. 

Mr.  SHERIDAN  aflced  Mr.  Chancellor  Pitt  whcdicr  he  had 
any  obje6lion  that  the  papers  this  day  laid  before  die  Houfe,  nnovcd 
for  by  him  on  a  former  day,  and  relating  to  the  diflSMTcnt  falarics  and 
emoluments  of  different  officers  appdnted  during  the  prcicnt  war, 
fhould  be  printed  ?  And  whctfier  the  fame  falaries  were  given  to  Ge- 
neral O^Hara  and  Lord  Hood,  as  to  Sir  Gilbert  Elliot  ? 

Mr-  Chancellor  PITTfaid  that  neither  General  O'Hara  nor  Lord 
Hood  were  to  have  any  falaries  for  their  appointments  at  Toulon,  nw 
any  fiiither  emoluments  on  that  account.  He  had  no  objeAion  to 
having  the  papers  alluded  to  printed.  Thej'  were  ordered  to  be 
fntnted  accordingly  ;  and  are  as  follow : 

An  Account  of  the  Salary  enjoyed  by  the  Hon.  William  Ellliot,  as 
Charge  dcs  Affaires  at  the  Court  ot  Berlin ;  witli  the  date  co  whicb 
the  fame  has  been  coutiDued. 

NO  falary  hai  been  paid  to  the  honoarablc  William  Elliot,  as  Charge 
d(f  Affiiirci  at  the  Court  of  Berlin. 

Mr.  Elliot  waa  appointed  Secretary  of  Legation  at  Berlin  on  the  1 4th 
of  November,  179 1»  with  the  ufual  falary  of  one  pound  per  day,  grols, 
annexed  to  that  omcc;  which  dctermioed  in  July  lad,  on  his  appoint* 
ment  to  be  Secretary  of  Embafiy  at  the  Hague. 

Whitehall,  Treafury  Chambers, 

3  lil  Jan.  1 794»  CHARLES  LONG. 

An  Account  of  the  S^ilary  granted  to  Lord  Malmsbury,  on  h)s  MifHon 
to  the  Court  of  Berlin  ;  together  with  all  the  Perqutfiets  and  En>olo* 
mcnts  attending  the  laid  Miffioo  ;  With  the  date  of  the  cvmmencemcnc 
of  fuch  falary. 

For  Equipage  Money,  One  thoufand  five  hundred  pounds. 

Ordinary  Entertainment,  One  hundred  and  lixty  pounds  by  the  werk» ; 
grofsy  to  commence  on  the  aoth  day  of  November,  1 793,  and  to  de- 
termine OB  the  day  of  his  returning  into  the  King's  prelence^or  iboocr^ 
upon  ii^nification  of  His  Maicfly*s  pleafure. 

No  perquilitcs  or  other  emoluments  attending  the  faid  miffioiu  I 

Whitehall,  Treafury  Chamber!, 

31ft  Jan.  1794.  CHARLES  LONG. 

The  Amount  of  the  Penfion  granted  to  James  Hayes,  Etb.  late  one 
of  the  JufKces  of  the  Grand  Scflions  for  the  Counties  in  Waks. 

James  Hayes,  Efquire,  500I.— per  annum. 

Whitehall,  Treafury  Chambers, 

-•  ^  hn.  1794.  CHARLES  LONG 
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The  Amount  of  the  Pay  granted  to  the  fcvcral  Commiflarics  for  the 
Forces,  aKwintcd  in  1793^  at  Home  and  Abroad ;  with  an 
Account  of  the  Half  Pay  to  which  they  will  feverally  become 
entitled  in  confcqucnce  thereof. 


NAMES  AMD  RANK. 


At  the   At  the  W  ar  Office, 
freafury. 

Pay  per   Half  pay 
Day,       per  Day. 


GREAT  BRITAIN. 

Robot  Biflctt,  Commiflary  General  — > 

Leo.  B.  Morfc^  Depory  CommiiTary  — 

JLohen  BlBut,   diuo           ~  -. 

NORTH  BRITAIN. 
Hob.  John  Cochraoe,  Dep.  Commiflary 


FLANDERS. 
Bfook  Waclbn»  Comminary  General    — > 
J^otty  Mot*,  Dep.  Commil&ry  General 
Robert  Gonid,  Affift.  Commiflary  Gen. 
Joba  BefleO,  Afliftant  Commiflary      — 
BcDJamin  Mee,  ditto  — .  — 

Fred.  Oe  Diemar,  ditto        —  «. 

JohnBra«m,  ditto        •!— ..  _ 

fanes  NewUnd,  ditto        .-^-  ^ 

Gideon  Doncan,  ditto  —  

Francis  Coffia,  ditto  .  .^ 

Thomas  Greet,  ditto        ■        i  -^ 

Thomas  Darril,  ditto        .  -. 

Giarks  Malbn,  CommtlEiry  of  Accounts 

TOULON. 
John  Erikioe,  Commiiiary  General  -* 
John  Backholme,  Dep.  Commiflary  Ocn. 
Kathaniel  Whttworth,  Aflifl.  Commiflary 
CeBr:g^  Berghman,  ditto  '— —  — 
John  Foimtaine,  ditto  ■        ~, 

Martin  Petrie,  Commiflary  of  Accounts 
Henry  t*.  Hunter,  Affiilant  ditto         .» 

WEST  INDIES. 
John  Jaffcay,  Commiflary  General       — - 
John  Carmody,  Dep.  Commiflary  Gen. 
Akaander  Janray,  ditto  -^ — 

LwcfalinM'Irtofli  — —  — 

Thomas  Watlbn,  ditto  *—       — - 

TohnAmkl,  ditto  ...~_^.^      .^ 

Vakntiae  Jones,  Commiflary  of  AccOuntt 
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ExPtDlTXOV  URDSK  LORD  MOIRA. 

Alcxaoder  Davilbn,  Commiflary  General 
Sannel  Drcwry,  Deputy  Coroniiflary  — 
John  TbomloBy  Affiftant  Commiflary  — 
Thomas  BougbtoOt  (liUo  — — 

Maonce  Nelibn,  ditto  i   ■         — 

CUbert  Yoong,  ditto  — ^         «— 

JogibDomfbrdy  Comdiiffaryof  Aecounts 

WhttdiaU  Treafury  Chan^bcrf, 
8ift  January,  1794. 
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Aa  Account  of  the  Salary  granted  to  Sir  Gilbert  Elliot,  l^rt.  umm 
his  appointment  as  Commiffioncr  at  Toulon  ;  together  witb  all  Per- 
quifites  and  Emoluments  attending  the  faid  appointment. 

For  ordinary  entertainment.  One  hundred  and  fixty  pounds  per  wtek. 
Equipage  money,  One  thoufand  five  hundred  pounds. 
Plate,  Two  thou&nd  fix  hundred  pounds  nine  ihillingt  and  ten  pence: 
Their  Majcftics  Pi6turc9  at  full  length,  in  gilt  frames,  Two  hundred  au 

fifty-four  pounds  fixteen  (hillings  and  fix  pence. 
State  and  Chapel  Furniture,  Three  hundred  pounds. 

Whitehall,  Trcafury  Chambers^ 

3-vftJan.  1794.  CHARLES  LONG. 

An  Account  of  the  Expences  incurred  by  the  Million  of  the  Earl  of 
Yarmouth,  as  Minifter  Plenipotentiary  to  the  King  of  Pruffia. 

For  expences  incurred  by  the  Earl  of  Yarmouth,  in  attend- 
ing upon  the  King  of  Pruflia,  by  His  Majcfiy's  com- 
mand, during  the  lad  campaign  ;  and  for  fcveraljourniea 
performed  on  His  Majcfty'sfenricc    —      *—     jf. 1,518     9     6- 

Whitehall r  Treafury  Chamber*, 

3  X  ft  Jan.  1 794-  CHARLES  LONG. 

Lord  YARMOUTH  faid,  it  was  not  his  intention  to  have  (aid 

one  word  more  than  he  had  already  faid  on  the  fubjcA  of  his  miflion 

to  the  King  of  PnrfTia,  had  it  not  been  ncceffary, .  in  order  to  avoid. 

any  niifconception  in  that  partiailar.     There  were  fome  funis  of 

money  which  he  was  directed  to  employ  upon  other  fervices  bcfidcs 

the  money  expended  on  his  mifTion.    The  whole  amounted  to  1 5  o oL 

he  had  faid  on  a  former  day  he  liad  laid  out  only  a  few  hundreds. 

Alt  that  he  claimed  wa»  800I.  or  900I.     The  other  was  a  diitiodt 

fum,  which  he  was  direded  to^  employ  in  another  fervice.   HTs  only 

purpofe  in  (kting  thefe  points  to  the  Hbufc  was,  to  verify  the  afier* 

tionshehad    already   nrade,  and  he  tiuftcd  the  Houfe  ^ould  be 

fatisfied  with.  it.     He  begged  leave  to  ftate  alfo,  what  had  Been 

granted  on  prccifcly  the  fame  fervice  to  Sir  Andrew  Mitchell ;  in 

the  courfe  of  tlxc  laft  war,   1 200I.  was  granted  to  him,  and  3000I. 

.afterwards  for  performing  that  fervice.  .tiis  Lordfhip  faid  he  did  not 

claim  any  degree  of  merit  to  himfelf,  for  this  difFerence  between  him 

and  Sir  Andrew  Mitchell.    The  approbation  of  His  Majefly  for  his 

iervicc  had  made  a  fufl^cicnt  impreflion  on  his  mind,  and  was  con- 

fidered  by  him  as  the  gieateil  recompence  he  could  poflibly  receive. 

Major  MAITLAND  rofe  to  rcqucft  ii^nnation  upon  a  fubjedl 

which  he  conceived  to  be  of  the  utmod  importance.     He  had  been 

informed  that  there  were  feme  French  officers  in  Britiih  pay,  and  who 

had  nmk  in  the  Bcitifh  army>  paiticularly  in  the  army  under  the 
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commasid  of  Lord  Mrfra ;  that  two  French  officers  tiScd  as  AJds- 
du-Camp  to  hisXordfhip,  and  received  pay  as  fuch.  If  die  faft 
^trat  fo,  he  conceived  it  a  proper  fubjeft  for  the  confidcration  and 
animadveffion  of  the  Houfe,  as  being  wholty  unprecedented  and  U* 
legal. 

Mr.  Secretary  DUNDAS  faid,  there  were  fome  Frendi  officers 
of  diflingiiiihel  merit  with  Lord  Mcfira,  "who  certainly  did  receive 
pay,  but  in  what  exad  capacit}'^,  he  was  not  on  the  moment  cnabldi 
toiay. 

Mr.  WHITBREAD  faid,  it  was  a  mod  extraordinary  circum- 
ftanoc,  that  upoti  a  queftion  relating  to  fo  important  a  fe(fl,  the  Se- 
cretary of  State  fhould  not  be  able  to  give  a  fatisfaSory  anfwer. 

Mr.  Secretary  DUNDAS  replied,  that  he  conceived  it  not  in  the 
fcaft  extraordinary  that  he  (hould  be  unable  to  gi^e  an  anfwer  to  a 
<)Ueftion  about  a  circumftance  "whidi  he  had  never  heard  mentioned 
before. 

Major  MAITLAND  faid,  aslt^was  a  point  extremely  necefl&ry 
to  be  afcertained,  he  "Wilhed  to  know  if  (he  right  honourable  Secretary 
would  have  any  obje6fion  to  give  a  particular  account  of  the  whole 
Staff  under  Lord  Moira. 

Mr.  Secretary  DUNDAS  faid,  that  was  a  <}ueftion  which  de- 
masded  coniiderafion,  and  requeued  the  honourable  gentleman  to  de- 
lay his  motion  till  to-morrow. 

Major  MAITLAND  then  faidhcfliould  have  a  tnodon  to  make 
0n  diis  fubjefl:  to-rtiorrow. 

Mr.  HOBART  brought  up  the  report  of  the  Committee  of  Sup- 

The  refolufion  for  granting  to  His  Majefty  for  the  naval  fervice  of 
tiic  prefent  year,  eighty-five  thoufand  men,  including  twelve  thou- 
(and  one  hundred  and  fifteen  marines,  being  read  a  firfi  time,  ani 
the  queftibn  being  put  for  the  fecond  reading,  • 

l^r.  HUSSEY  faid  he  fhould  give  no  oppofition  to  the  rcfolution 
before  the  Houfe  ;  on  the  contrary  it  had  his  hearty  coHCurrence^ 
but  his  objeft  was  to  know  whether  it  was  really  intended  that  the 
whole  of  the  eighty-five  thoufand  men  (hould  be  enterj^  and  muftered. 
He  wifhed  to  have  fome  aflurance  that  by  all  proper  mean*  the  navy 
would  be  increafed  as  much  as  poflible.  He  had  it  for  fome  time 
under  confidcration,  whether  he  fhould  fay  any  thing  or  not  upon  the 
fubjed.  But  he  was  (hoogly  convinced  of  the  propriety  of  ftrength- 
<ning  our  navy-  ^  The  honour  of  this  country,  and  every  thing  great 
and  dear  to  us  in  it,  dct)ended  upon  the  ftrength  of  our  navy.  He 
had  heard  it  faid,  that  we  (hould  add  five  thoufand  to  our  eighty-five 
ihoufasK^  inftead  of  granting  two  hundred  thoufand  pounds  iubl'dy  to 
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tfie  King  of  Sardinia.  He  agreed  in  this  obfervadoni  fi>r  he  muft 
plainly  fay  he  could  not  help  thinking  that  five  thoufand  men  added 
to  our  navy,  would  be  of  infinitely  more  fervice  to  us  than  any  ex- 
ertions  of  the  King  of  Sardinia.^  If  peace  was  to  be  obtained  (and  no 
man  wifhed  for  it  more  than  himfclf),  upon  fafe  and  honourable 
terms,  it  was  to  be  fo  by  the  exertions  of  our  navy ;  for  the  fecurity 
of  this  countiy  depended  upon  our  navy,  and  if  this  augmentation 
Could  be  made,  he  thought  it  ought  to  be  fo.  It  yrzs  painful  to  him 
to  fpeak  at  all  upon  fuch  a  fubje6l ;  but  this  was  not  a  time  to  be  iilent. 
Every  man  ought  to  come  for^^ard  and  ftate  his  anxiety.  Our  naval 
force  was  great ;  we  were  atsthis  time  contending  with  one  power 
only.  Were  we  fure  wc  ihould  have  no  more  to  contend  \ivith  ?  Jt 
was  poflible,  and  for  his  part  he  thonght  it  probable,  that  we  might 
Ipon  have  to  contend  with  more. 

Admiral  GARDNER  replied,  that  certainly  the  number  of  men 
^oted  would  be  employed  ;  and  added,  that  the  number  now  muf- 
fjcred  amounted  to  between  7  5  and  7  6,000  men.  No  period  within 
the  hiftory  of  this  country  could  produce  an  inftancc,  in  which, 
within  fo  (hort  a  time  after  the  commencement  of  a  war,  the  navy 
had  been  in  a  ilate  of  fuch  for^'ardnefs.  Contrary  to  what  had 
lifually  been  the  cafe  on  former  occafions,  there  were  now  acSiually 
inore  fhips  in  a  ilate  of  preparation  for  fea  than  they  could  procure 
feamentomanthem. 

The  honourable  Admiral  then  begged  leave  to  call  the  attention 
tf  the  Houfe  to  a  fubjed  which  had  been  difcuflfed  a  few  nights  ago, 
t>ut  upon  which  he  was  not  then  prepared  with  fuch  fadsfadlory  do- 
cuments. 

He  then  produced  minutes  from  the  Admiralty,  giving  a  particu- 
lar account  of  the  three  convoys  mentioned  in  a  former  debate  by 
Mr.  Fox,  viz.  thofe  of  the  Baltic,  the  Quebec,  and  the  Weft- India 
fleets.  With  refpecl  to  the  Baltic  trade,  it  appeared  that  convoys 
had  regularly  been  appointed  ;  that  the  inftance  in  which  fome  of 
the  vcffcls  fell  into  the  hands  of  the  enemy,  was  not  from  any  fattlt 
or  inattention  of  the  Admiralty  in  not  appointing  a  convoy,  nor  was 
it  the  fault  of  the  officer  who  commanded  the  convoy,  but  the  n^- 
left  of  the  captains  of  the  merchant  ftiips  themfelves,  who  had  dif- 
obejxd  the  commanding  officer's  fignals,  and  who  delivered  in  a 
complaint  againft  them  to  the  Admiralty  as  foon  as  he  came  to  En- 
gland. With  rcfped  to  the  Quebec  fleet,  the  honourable  Admiral 
demonftrated  that  no  negleft  whatever  could  be  imputed  to  the  Ad- 
miralty ;  for  they  had  fcnt  a  fhip  to  the  Ifland  of  Bick,  which  had 
been  appointed  the  place  of  rendezvous,  though  it  was  true  that  that 
fhip  (the  Severn)  was  afterwards  parted  from  the  fleet  by  a  very  fc-? 
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gale  of  windy  and  came  home  in  a  very  diih-efled  (late.  How- 
ever, the  refult,  upon  the  whole,  with  refpedl  to  that  trade  was,  that 
not  one  (hip  under  convoy  was  taken,  and  of  thofe  that  lailed  with- 
out convoy,  only  two  were  captured.  The  honourable  Admiral 
next  proceeded  to  prove,  that  with  refpedl  to  the  Weft-India  trade, 
die  iame  vigilance  had  been  employed,  and  that  the  delays  that  did 
take  place  arofe  from  tlie  ftate  of  the  feafon. 

Mr.  FOX  faid,  he  did  not  then  mean  to  controvert  the  ftatement 
of  the  honourable  Admiral,  which  was  in  moft  part  reconcileable 
to  what  he  had  advanced  in  the  Houfe  on  a  former  occafion :  for, 
with  refpe£t  to  the  Baltic  fleet,  he  had  not  aflcrtcd  that  they  lailed 
witbout  a  convoy  ;  on  the  contrary,  he  had  ftatcd  that  they  were 
taken  when  with  their  convoy ;  whether  owing  to  the  inattentloa 
of  the  captains  of  the  trading  velTels,  or  not,  he  could  not  pretend 
to  &y.  With  refpeiSt  to  what  the  honourable  Admiral  had  ftated 
concerning  the  Qiicbec  fleet,  it  was  poflible  to  reconcile  that  with 
what  he  had  dated  in  the  former  debate,  becaufe  it  was  poiBble  that 
the  Quebec  merchants  here  had  not  informed  their  correfpondentB 
abroad  that  the  I  Hand  of  Bick  was  the  appointed  place  of  rendez- 
vous. He  was,  however,  ready  to  admit,  that  his  ftatement  differed 
moft  eflfentially  from  that  of  the  honourable  Admiral  relative  to  the 
Weft-India  fleet.  But,  not  expedUng  this  fubjcdl  to  be  broqght 
forward  on  this  occafion,  he  had  not  made  any  further  examination 
into  the  fubjedt  (ince  the  laft  night  of  debate :  however,  as  the  (slS^m 
were  rcprcfented  fo  diftercntly,  he  would  lofc  no  time  in  making 
every  poflible  inquiry  into  them^  but  ftill  believed  his  infanpatioa 
to  be  true. 

Mr.  Chancellor  PITT  faid,  the  right  honourable  gentleman  h^d 
now  defcended  frojn  pofltive  aflfertions  and  dire(5l  accufations  to  fim^ 
pie  belief*  It  would  have  been  as  well  if  the  right  honourable  gen- 
tleman would,  upon  every  occafion,  examine  ftridly  into  fa<£|s^ 
before  he  came  forward  to  make  charges  upon  them,  as  he  would 
then  be  fpared  the  difngreeable  fituation  of  finding  that  thofe  well 
authenticated  &£ts  had  no  foundation.  He  hoped  the  prefent  occa- 
fion would  be  a  warning  to  him  to  be  more  cautious  in  future ;  or 
if  it  was  not,  he  hoped  it  would  induce  the  Houfe  not  to  give  im- 
pLicit  credit  to  affertions,  however  ftrong,  until  they  were  fupported 
by  proo£s.  He  was  happy  that  his  right  honourable  friend  (Mr. 
Dundas)  was  prefent  to  reply  for  himfelf  to  the  afifertion  founded 
upon  the  anonymous  letter  which  was  read  on  the  night  of  the  laft 
debate  by  an  honourable  gentleman  (Mr.  Sheridan).  He  had  hinv 
feif  made  inquiries  into  the  fubjed,  and  was  now  fully  prepared  to 
reply  to  the  contents  of  that  anonymous  letter  ;  but  |is  his  ri^ 


aa  PAItLI  AMENTARY  A.  1794* 

Entreating  gentlemen  on  oqe  iide  of  the  Houfe,  however,  to  an 
alteration  of  their  condudl,  Mr."  Stanley  faid,   he  fhould  noC  fit 
down,  without  entreating  on  the  other  hand,  thofe  to  whom,  on  this 
ferious  occafioni  the  management  of  the  puhlic  interefts  had  been 
entnifted,  to  prove  dicmfelves  worthy  of  the  chai^ ;  at  the  head  of 
the  Adminiibation  was  a  gentleman  whom  the  country  beheld  with 
pleafiire,  and  in  whom  they  were  deiirous,  fmm  prejudice  even,  to 
lepofe  their  confidence  ;  they  were  grateful  te  him  for  having  raiied 
the  country  from  a  ftate  of  defpondency  to  affluence  ;  they  were  in 
admiration  of  his  abilities,  but  more  than  from  any  other  circum- 
cumilance,  they  loved  and  revered  him,  becaufe  he  was  the  (on  of 
the  Earl  of  Chatham.     Mr.  Stanley  entreated,  implored  this  gen- 
tleman to  prove  himfclf  worthy  of  his  father,  and  he  entreated  him 
the  more  earneAly,  to  an  exertion  of  all  his  abilities,  to  an  unre- 
mitting application  of  all  his  attention,  in  the  profecution  of  the 
war,  on  account  of  the  fucceffcs  during  the  laft  campaign  not  hav- 
ing been  altogether  equal  to  the  expedations  of  the  Public ;  and  in 
confcquence  of  fufpicions  having  been  entertained  that  in  fomc  of 
the  departments  of  AdminiAration,  there  had  been  much  negligence 
and  inattention.     He  had  not,  Mr.  Stanley  added,  been  altoge- 
ther free  from  harbouring  fuch  fufpicions  at  certain  intervals  him- 
felf ;  and  for  the  future,  he  muft  therefore  think  it  a  duty  incum^ 
bent  on  him  as  a  Member  of  Parliament,  to  be  watchful  over  the 
condu(f\  of  the  Adminiftration,  which  at  the  fame  time  with  all  his 
heart  he  fhould  fupport,  while  in  confcience  lie  could  do  fo :  and 
he  would  now  tell  the  oppofite  fide  of  the  Houfe,  from  whence 
many  taunts  and  reflexions  injurious  to  the  charaiElers  of  gentlemen 
fupporting  Adminiftratlcn,  had  been  during  the  fittings  of  the  pre- 
fcnt  Parliament,  repeatedly  and  repeatedly  thrown  out,  that  to  the 
bcft  of  his  belief,  if  ever  a  Miniftcr  fince  the  days  of  the  Revolu- 
tion had  been  fupportcd,  by  a  majority  in  the  compofition  of  which 
there  had  been  either  men  of  independent  or  difintercfted  fpirits, 
the  prefent  Miniftcr  had  been  fupported  by  fuch  majority ;  he  had» 
received  a  fupport,  which  while  it  fhould  have  been  in  the  extreme 
flattering  to  himfelf,  had  been  honourable  to  the  country ;  a  fup- 
port, which,  as  Mr.  Stanley  trufted,  the  Miniftcr  would  try  to  be 
deferving  of,  he  hoped  would  long  continue  to  be  given. 

The  queftion  being  called  for, 

Mr.  FOX  rofc,  not  he  faid,  to  reply  at  any  length,  but  fimply 
to  fay,  that  if  the  gentlemen  on  the  other  fide  had  no  other  prece- 
dents to  produce  than  thofe  they  had  brought  forward  on  the  pre- 
fent occalion,  he  had  no  objeftion  to  ufe  the  exprefTion  which  had 
been  imputed  to  him^  but  which  he  had  never  uttered,  vi^  that 
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this  treaty  was  wholly  unprecedented.  The  tmp  treades  which  had 
been  dtcd  with  (b  much  triam(^9  appeared  to  htm  to  be  eifentially 
(fiffcrent  from  the  one  which  they  were  then  difcuffing — The  treaty 
with  Sarcfinia  in  the  year  1704,  was  made  under  circumftances 
totally  different  from  the  prcfent,  becaufe  at  that  time  the  King  of 
Sardinia  was  the  Ally  of  France,  and  therefore  it  was  a  mod  ma- 
terial objeA  to  difcngage  him  from  that  alliance,  and  to  bring  hin^ 
over  to  the  intcrcft  of  the  Combined  Bowers— Another  circumftanco 
^be  confidered  was,  that  at  that  time  the  French  were  in  the  ch2|- 
raAcr,  not  of  enemies,  but  of  firicnds  of  the  King  of  Sardinia,  in 
jpaBtSkxi  of  a  coniidend3le  pan  of  h!s  dominioqs,  the  lo($  of  whicl^ 
he  was  obliged  in  fome  d^ee  to  hazard  by  changing  fides. 

The  Treaty  of  Worms  in  x  743,  was  alfo  very  di(ttngut(hab1c 
(rom  the  prefent ;  becaufe,  though  tlie  King  of  Sardinia  was  not 
the  Ally  of  France,  yet  he  appeared  to  be  balanring  in  his  opinion, 
and  feemed  inclined  to  adopt  the  conduct  of  his  predecellbr,  and  to 
engage  on  both  fides  of  the  qucftion  at  different  periods  of  the  war^ 
The  diftindions  between  both  thofe  cafes  and  the  prefent,  in  which 
the  King  of  Sardinia  was  aftively  engaged  in  the  war  beftire  we  ap- 
peared to  be  intercftcd  in  it,  were  fo  obvious,  that  it  was  perfeftly 
unnecefilary  for  him  to  take  up  the  time  of  the  Houfe  in  pouiting 
them  out. 

Mr.  MILBANK  fpoke  in  approbation  of  the  treaty. 
Mr.  Alderman  NEWNHAM  faid,  that  thofe  with  whom  he 
had  afted  in  former  Parliaments,  as  well  as  others  in  that  Houfe 
knew,  that  at  the  commencement  of  the  prefent  war,  he  had  not 
an  opportunity  of  delivering  hk  fcntimcnts  on  the  general  fituation 
of  this  country  in  that  Houfe,  not  at  tliat  time  having  the  honour  of 
a  feat  in  it,  but  now  he  thought  it  his  duty  to  do  fo.  He  confefiled 
that  he  came  under  the  dcfcription  of  what  fome  confidered  a  ludi- 
crous charaAer.  He  was  what  was  called  an  alarmift  at  the  com« 
menccment  of  the  French  conteft.  He  was  fo  flill,  and  the  war  in 
its  origin  appeared  to  him  to  be,  if  not  an  unavoidable,  indifput- 
ably  a  neceflary  one,  and  therefore  he  was  an  alarmift,  and  with  ^ 
that  impreflion  as  to  the  war  itfelf,  and  being  apprehenfive  that 
great  inconvenience  muft  arife  to  this  country  from  the  fuccefs  of 
France  under  the  prefent  fyftem  of  its  rulers,  he  felt  it  his  duty  to 
faj  it  was  his  intention  in  the  moft  determined  manner  to  fupport 
the  Minifter  in  carrying  on  the  war,  and  he  trufted  it  would  be 
condudled  in  the  beft  manner  that  might  conduce  to  the  honour  and 
advantage  of  this  country.  To  gentlemen  with  whom  he  had  for 
a  long  time  a<5ted  in  political  quefiions,  he  was  willing  to  give  the 
fuUeft  credit,  generally  for  the  puri^  of  their  motives^  and  he  had 
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no  doubt  but  their  condudl  ftill  was  the  refult  of  their  real  opinion!?, 
but  he  could  no  longer  ad  with  them  upon  the  prefent  crids.  He 
boped  the  exertions  of  this  country  would  be  made  to  the  utmoft  of 
its  power,  to  carr}'  on  the  prefent  war,  for  he  apprehended,  that  if 
wc  did  not  proceed  with  die  utmoft  vigour  wc  might  expcdi  an  inva- 
ficn  of  this  country. 

He  had  heard  doubts  entertained  of  the  legality  and  propriety  of 
tfie  manner  in  which  the  Heffian  troops  had  been  landed  in  this 
country.  He  thought  it  a  meafure  highly  neceflary  and  therefore 
laudable.  So  far  was  he  from  feeling  any  uneafinefs  on  this  occaiion, 
that  he  rejoiced  at  it,  and  he  hoped  that  more  of  them,  or  other  fo- 
lelgn  troops,  would  come  here,  for  they  might  all  be  wanted  fur  the 
protctSion  of  this  country  againft  an  invafion.  He  did  not  call  upon 
the  Minifter  to  explain  the  reafon  why  thefc  Heffian  troops  were 
landed  in  this  country :  no  doubt  he  had  a  good  reafon  for  k^  and 
pofiibly  that  might  be  an  apprehenfion  of  invafion.  He  hoped  wc 
ihould  all  join  and  concur  in  opinion  on  the  propriety  of  duir^  every 
rfiing  in  public  and  in  private  to  fupport  diis  war,  to  the  utmoft  of 
the  power  of  every  man  in  the  countr)\  This,  he  muft  fay,  was 
not' like  any  otlier  war  we  had  ever  been  engaged  in,  it  was  a  war 
for' the  pfotec^ion  of  all  civil  focicty ;  he  voted  therefore  for  the  Mi- 
nifter, in  order  to  fupport  it,  and  he  trufted  it  would  be  conduced 
wifely. 

The  motion  was  then  carried. 

The  Houfe  then  refolved  itfelf  into  a  Committee  of  Supply,  Mr. 
Ilobart  in  the  cliair- 

Mr.  FOX  rofe  to  aflc  a  queftion  of  the  Minifter,  viz.  Whether 
the  other  combined  powers  were  bound  by  fimilar  ftipulations  to  the 
King  of  Sardinia  r 

Mr.  Chancellor  PITT  faid,  he  fuppofed  the  right  honourable 
Ijcntlcman  knew  there  was  a  treaty  between  the  Emperor  and  His 
Sardinian  Majefty. 

He  then  moved,  "  That  a  fum  of  2oo,oool.  be  granted  to  His 
Majefly,  to  enable  him  to  make  good  the  ftipulation  of  a  treaty  en- 
tered into  between  His  Majefty  and  the  King  of  Sardinia." 

Mr.  YORKE  wiftied  to  be  informed  (as  there  were  reports  to  the 
contrary),  whether  the  King  of  Sardinia  had  fulfilled  the  treaty,  by 
keeping  the  ftipulated  number  of  troops  in  pay  ? " 

Mr.  Chancellor  PITT  faid,  it  was  true,  that  during  the  courft 
of  a  long  and  fcvere  campaign,  the  troops  of  His  Sardinian  Majefty 
had  certainly  fuffcred  ;  but  he  had  not  the  fmalleft  reafon  to  believe 
that  there  was  the  Icaft  deficiency  cither  in  pcrint  of  exertion  or  incli- 
nation on  die  part  of  that  Prince. 
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The  rcfolution  was  agreed  to. 

Mr.  Chancellor  PITT  then  movcJ,  tliat  a  fum  not  cxcje  .ing 
two  millions  fterling  be  granted  to  His  Majcfly,  to  enable  liim  to 
py  off  certain  Exchequer  bills-      Agre£4  to- 

The  refoiuticns  were  then  rca^  a  fcccnd  time,  and  jaffcd ;  after 
mhich  the  Speaker  refumcd  the  chair. 

Mr.  ClianccUor  PIll^  rofe  to  call  the  attention  of  the  Houfc  to 
a  fadof  confuJerabie  importance,  whidi  had  only  come  to  his  kncn^- 
WjQi  a  (hort  time  before  he  entered  the  Houfc.     The  informatioti 
which  he  had  obtained  was  not  cf  that  certain  fpocific  nature  to  enable 
liim  to  fpeak  with  prccifion  upcMi  the  fubjeA.     A  Ihort  time  before 
he  came  into  the  Houfe,  it  was  fiatcd  to  him  by  fomc  mercantile  gen- 
flcmen,  apon  information  which  they  d^^^emed  authentic,  that  thft 
Fjendi  had  adopted  a  meafure  which  (cemed  pcrfc^ly  congenial  to 
their  fyftcm  of  finance,  viz.  that  they  had  paffcd  a  decree,  by  whid» 
evciy  individual  in  France  who  poffeffed  property  in  foreign  fands^ 
i^-as  to  draw  bills  of  exchange  to  the  ainount  of  tliat  pniperiy ;  and 
thofc  bills  were  {to  ufe  the  new-faftiioncd  jargon)  in  a  ftate  of  requifi- 
tion ;  or,  in  other  words,  all  tliat  property  was  to  be  transferred  to 
the  French  Government,  who  were  to  pay  tlic  owners  for  dieir  pro- 
fcrty  in  aflignats  at  par.     The  decree  further  ordered,  that  ail 
bankers  fhould  not  only  be  liable  to  this  decree,  but  that  tlicy  (hould 
dliclofc  the  names  of  all  thofe  pcrfons  whom  they  knew  to  poflcfs  pro- 
perty of  that  defcription.      From  the  very  fhort  fpace  of  time  which 
he  had  been  informed  of  this  meafure,  and  the  want  of  more  detailed 
accounts  refpcdling  it,  he  could  not  poffibly  come  prepared  to  ftate  to 
the  Houfc  any  plan  which  it  would  be  proper  to  adopt  under  fuch 
circumftances  ;  but  he  thought  it  neceffiry  to  mention  it,  in  order 
that  gentlemen  might  turn  their  minds  to  die  fubje<S,  and  come  pre- 
pared to  ft^eft  the  meafures  proper  to  be  purfued  on  fuch  an  occafion. 
Gentlemen  would  however  eafily  perceive,  that  whatever  plan  was 
judged  pnoper  to  adopt,  muft,  to  have  the  defircd  cffL(ft,  be  carried 
into  efFe^l  with  all  pofTible  diipatdi,  othcrwife  it  might  come  too  late 
to  prevent  d^  evil ;  he  1h3uld  therefore  take  the  liberty  of  moving 
that  the  Houfe  (hould  only  adjourn  till  to-morrow  ;  and  during  that 
twenty-  four  hours  he  would  endeavour  to  procure  fuch  information 
upon  the  fubje<SV  as  would  enable  the  Houfe  to  form  a  more  accurate 
judgement.     At  all  events,  if  the  intelligence  which  he  had  received 
ihould  turn  out  to  be  unfounded,  he  would  rather  give  gentlemen 
the  trouble  of  a  fruitlefs  attendance  there,  than  lofe  a  fingle  hour  in 
earning  into  immediate  cfFcdt  fuch  meafures  as  the  wifdom  of  Parlia- 
ment ihould  diclate^  provided  the  accounts  proved  true.    I  f  tlie  I loufe 
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his  official  duty  in  another  place.  ^Jc  faid,  that  whether,  the  ri^t 
honourable  Secretary  chofe  the  land  or,  fca  for  the  fcenc  of  adUpn,^ 
he  appeared  equally  invincible  and  triumphant ;  that  ftimulated  by 
his  courage  and  capacity,  now  he  flouriflied  the  tijuncheon,  now  he. 
wielded  the  trident ;  and  all  mankind  mud.  fall  proftrate  before 
him,  acknowledging  his  fuperior  prowefe. 

In  the  plenitude  of  his  generofity,  not  thinking  the  honourable 
Admiral  fufficiently  able  to  prote^  himfelf  in  the  ocean  of  politics, 
he  took  him  under  his  convoy,  refolvcd  to  bring  him  fafdy  into 
port.  He  then  ftatcd,  that  as  to  tfic  letter  which  he  had  produced 
tfic  former  evening,  he  knew  of  no  right  that  the  rig^t  honourable 
gentleman  had  to  pronounce  it  anonymous,  merely  becaufe  what- 
ever confidence  he  Had  in  the  authenticity  of  its  contents,  it  ap- 
peared to  him  improper  to  give  the  name  of  the  author.  He  main^ 
tained  that  nothing  had  come  out,  in  the  courfc  of  the  debate,  that. 
took  in  the  fmalleft  degree  from  the  weight  which  he  thought  that 
letter  entitled  to.  He  controlled  the  boafting  and  lofty  manner  in 
which  two  right  honourable  gentlemen  defended  the  conduct  of  the 
Admiralty  on  the  fubjcdt  of  convoys,  with  the  plain,  manly,  and 
candid  defence  of  the  honourable  Admiral.  He  contended  that, 
from  the  letters  produced  by  the  right  honourable  gentleman,  there 
Were  no  fortifications,  nor  was  that  colony  in  any  adequate  ftatc 
of  defence  previous  to  the  27thof  Auguft.  He  remarked,  after 
commenting  upon  the  letters  dated  loth  and  nth  Ofiober,  that 
the  lafl  letter  which  the  right  honourable  Secretary  agreed  to  have 
received,  was  dated  9th  November  \  now,  he  begged  that  gentle- 
man would  recoUe^l,  that  the  letter  he  had  produced  was  dated  7  th 
December,  andwiflied  to  know  really,  if  ]\^ini{lers  had  received, np- 
letters  fince,  and  if  fo,  from  what  caufe  that  proceeded  ?  Npt^ith- 
ftanding  the  pompous  account  of  nine  thoufand  militia,  he  had  no 
better  opinion  of  the  force  in  Nova  Scotia  than  he  formerly;  (bated. 
The  right  honourable  gentleman  had  ftat;cd,  that  four  thoufjii>d^  of 
diem  were  collefled  in  Halifax,  merely  on  an  emergency  ;  and 
after  all  the  compliments  heaped  upon  them,  faid,  that  fliU  they 
had  their  exercife  to  learn,  being,  as  they  were  dcfcribed,  free- 
holders and  merchants.  He  muft  allow,  in  one  fcnfe  of  the  word„ 
that  they  were  good  men,  particularly  as  giving  fecurity  to  x^tuiTX 
the  arms.  He  contended  that. nothing  had  been. a4yanc;ed  either 
that  night,  or  formerly,  which  convinced  his  miijd, .  or  could  ^onr, 
vince  the  country,  that  his  former  ftatemcnt  was.  not  coipglc^cljr 
true  ;  he  would  therefore  re-ftate  it,,  that  during  tbe.^hole  c^m« 
paign,  there  was  not  in  Nova  Scotia  any  naval,  ffrength,  npr  zxff 
force  on  land  adequate  to  the  defence  of  that  cojonj  jn  thc.pvei)f,of, 
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its  being  attacked,  and  he  averred  that  out  of  doors^  in  Lloyd's^ 
and  at  the  Royal  Exchange,  if.  any  enquiry  was  made  where  the 
beft  information  could  be  obtained,  it  would  be  found  the  unani- 
mous opinion  that  the  trade  and  commerce  of  this  country,  had  not 
met  with  tliat  proteftion  which  it  ought  to  have  done  from  the. 
Admiralty,  one  or  two  gentlemen  indeed  had  fpdken  a  different 
opinion  in  that  Houfe,  reipeAii^  particular  branches  of  trade,  but 
none  of  them  could  give  what  they  faid,  as  the  general  fenfe  of 
the  London  merchants.     One  honourable  member  had  taken  a 
curious  way  to  prove  the  efficacy  of  the  protedion  given  to  our 
trade  by  the  Admiralty,  when  he  ftated  the  fums  that  had  been 
made  by  underwriting  in  the  courfe  of  laft  year.     Now  the  fair 
inference  to  be  dravm  from  this,  was  exadly  the  rcverfe ;  and  it 
became  a  cenfure  upon  the  party  that  it  was  intended  to  panegyrife, 
bccaufe  nothing  could  be  more  true  than  that  in  proportion  to  the 
greatnefs  of  the  rifle,  the  advance  of  premium  rofe,  and  thus  all 
the  double  premiums,  which  had  been  gained,  were  occafioned  by 
the  inadequacy  of  the  prote^on  by  convoys  which  our  trade  had 
received.     He  was  furprifed  to  hear  gentlemen  compare  our  fitua- 
don  at  the  commencement  of  the  American  war,  with  our  (ituation 
at  the  b^inning  of  the  prefent  war.     Then  we  had  to  contend 
^ith  fo  many,  and  fuch  great  powers,  now  we  had  all  EuTq)e  as 
our  allies  againft  one  power.     Even  our  good  ally  Ruflia,  upon 
this  occafion,  has  bound  herfclf  by  folcmn  treaties  never  to  lay 
down  her  arms  till  Great  Britain  had  made  peace ;  though,  by 
the  way,  from  fome  unaccountable  forgetful  nefs,  die  never  has, 
yet  taken  them  up.     As  to  what  had  been  faid  of  our  captures  at 
fca,  he  believed  it  would  be  found  that  France  had  taken  as  many 
fliips  from  us  as  we  have  taken  from  them. 

Esrl  WYCOMBE  had  heard  nothing  that  tended  to  refute  the 
arguments  he  and  other  gendem^n  ufed  on  the  former  night,  and 
he  gave  confiderable  credit  to  the  information  contained  in  the  let- 
^tcr  of  the  7th  of  December,  which  Mr.  Sheridan  had  produced. 
ilc  acknowled^d  he  was  aftonifhed  to  learn  the  great  cxenions 
which  had  been  made  to  eAablifh  a  militia  in  Nova  Scotia,  but 
at  die  fame  time,  he  mufl  obierve  that  he  coniidcrcd  the  keeping 
up  fuch  a  militia,  as  highly  detrimental  to  the  induftry,  and  of 
cottrfc  the  profperity  of  tjie  colony.  The  noble  Lord  rcprefented 
the  dk&s  of  obliging  the  Quakers,  who  were  the  moft  ufeful  and. 
indulhious  part  of  the  inhabitants,  to  quit  their  (ituation ;  and  like- 
wife  ftated  the  inconvenience  and  lofs  that  had  arifcn  from  fending 
negroes  from  thence  to  Sierra  Leone,  and  concluded  by  reprobating 
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any  fyftem,  with  regard  to  that  colony,  that  could  occafion  expen- 
diture. 

Mr.  BURKE  wilhcd  not  to  alarm  the  Houfe  at  that  late  hour 
by  any  menaced  difquifition  concerning  the  policy  or  impolicy  of 
colonization.     He  rofe  merely  to  bear  teftimony  of  the  good  con- 
duft  of  that  excellent  man,  and  aSive  officer,  Governor  Wcnt- 
worth,  whom  he  had  long  known.     He  was  fobcr,  fedate,   and 
faithful  to  the  truft  repofcd  in  him ;  and  his  vigorous  exertions  for 
the  defence  of  Halifax  had  been  too  well  exemplified  to  require  his 
panegyric.     He  anitnadverted  on  what  he  thought  the  unfeafonablc 
jefts  and  farcafms  of  the  laft  fpeakcr  but  one,  and  was  of  opinion 
that  they  would  produce  nothing  at  the  'Change  among  the  infurers; 
and  that  the  fuccefs  of  the  latter  fince  the  commencement  of  the 
war  was  the  bed  proof  that  could  be  mentioned  of  the  vigilance  of 
the  Admiralty.     But  he  could  not  fit  down  without  confefling  his 
furprife  at  the  rough  manner  in  which  gentlemen  now  handled  the 
Emprefs  of  Ruffia,  the  former  objeft  of  their  adoration ! — Hea- 
vens! are  there  no  remains  of  gratitude  for  the  extraordinar}'  fa- 
vours conferred  by  a  royal  miftrefs ! — No  champion  who  will  ftart 
forward  in  her  defence,  when  affailed  by  the  rude  and  wanton 
tongue  of  merry  malignity! — Such,  however,  are  the  af&irs  of 
this  tranfitory. world!   Such  is  the  fluduation  of  opinion  even  on 
political  amours,  that  a  too  partial  miftrefs  is  abandoned  in  the 
critical  moment.     But  I  will  leave  the  Emprefs  of  Ruifia  to  the 
prote<3ion  of  her  own  powerful  troops,  who  may  be  juftly  aroufcd 
witfi  indignation  on  the  recital  of  the  defertion  and  infidelity  now 
<lemonftratcd  by  her  former  gallants ! 

Mr.  GREY  hoped  that  no  impreffion  would  be  made  on  the 
minds  of  thofe  who  heard  the  laft  right  honourable  gentleman,  that 
the  charafter  of  Governor  Wentworth  had  been  attacked.  No 
man  had  dared  to  traduce  him,  or  to  drop  the  flighteft  infmuation 
prejudicial  to  his  reputation.  Mr.  Grey  declared  his  incapacity  to 
defcant  fo  ably  on  political  amours — or  tergiverfation — as  Mr. 
Burke ;  the  latter  poffefling  much  more  experience,  which  had 
certainly  not  been  a  little  improved  by  his  junftion  With  men  whofc 
principles  he  had  formerly  publicly  and  privately  difavowed  and 
reprobated.  Pafllng  over  his  political  amours,  he  would  only  take 
the  liberty  of  recalling  to  his  memory  his  favourite,  his  wedded 
wife  Poland,  whom  he  had  allowed  to  be  torn  from  him  by  the 
hands  of  proud  and  favage  raviftiers,  without  even  a  ftruggle  to 
retain  her.  Before  he  fat  down,  he  wilhed  to  have  the  plain  an- 
fwer  of  yesj  or  no,  from  an  honourable  Magiftrate,  to  the  queftion 
put  by  his  right  honourable  friend,  which  yet  remained  unanfwcrcd, 
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althou^  die  honourable  Alderman  had  twice  rifen  for  tbat  purpofe, 
and  (at  down  without  doing  It.     It  was,  whether  fifteen  ihips  of 
the  Baltic  fleet,  under  a  convoy  homeward-bound,  had  not  been 
Qptured,  as  (lated  by  his  right  honourable  friend.     He  was  con- 
vinced that  all  the  merchants,^  if  confulted,  would  be  decidedly  of 
opinion  that  the  condud  of  the  Admiralty  had  been  defective  and 
inadequate  to  the  protedtion  of  our  trade.     To  thofe  who  faid 
otherwife,  be  would  afk  if  they  could  dare  to  convene  the  merchants 
of  London,   and  try  to  make  them  vote  thanks  to  the  Admiralty 
lor  thdr  boafted  proteflion.     The  circumflance  of  fix  French  fri- 
gates cruizing  in  the  channel  was  admitted ;  what  had  been  faid 
of  die  Cork  fleet  of  vidtuallers  had  not  been  denied  ;  and  the  delay 
icfpedii^  the  t:onvoy  of  the  Jamaica  fleet  was  beyond  contradifUon, 
as  well  as  the  inadequacy  of  the  convoy  appointed  to  condud  a  fleet 
valued  at  four  millions,  and  which  left  that  fleet  with  (Xily  a  %i 
gun  frigate  and  three  floops  to  proceed  from  the  Gulph  of  Florlds^ 
Ixmic. 

Mr.  BURKE  faid,  *'  I  deny  that  I  have  abandoned  my  miflrefs, 
?oland.  I  hope  to  fee  her  embraced  by  fome  punger  and  more 
vigorous  lover !  The  ancient  Thefeus  was  compelled  to  abandon  the 
beautiful  Ariadne  to  the  youthful  Bacchus  !  But  old  as  I  am,  give 
mc  200,000  men — and  I  will  encounter  and  furmount  every  dif- 
ficulty and  danger,  to  refcue  my  Podoli^  from  her  two  ravifhers ! 
I  have  not  defcrtcd  my  miftrefs.  She  may  lament  my  impotence 
as  a  lover.  But,  abs !  my  aflfeSions  are  more  ardent  than  my 
powers!" 

Alderman  ANDERSON  contended,  that  if  any  fhips  had  been 
taken,  the  eircumfbunce  of  their  capture  was  to  be  attributed,  not 
to  the  want  of  convoys,  but  to  their  negleft  of  attending  to  the 
prc^r  fignals. 

Mr.  FOX  went  over  the  different  topics  that  had  been  touched 
upon,  and  faid  that,  almofl  all  that  he  had  aflcrted  being  admitted, 
and  the  reft  remaining  uncontradidled,  there  only  remained  one 
point  at  ifliie  between  them,  and  that  was  refpefting  the  delay  of 
the  convoy  of  the  Jamaica  fleet ;  on  that  and  all  the  affertions  he 
had  made  on  matters  of  fadl,  he  only  wifhed,  and  had  a  right  by 
the  ufage  of  the  Houfe,  to  demand  an  enquiry,  that  he  might  have 
an  opportunity  of  bringing  evidence  to  the  bar,  or  before  a  com- 
mittee; to  prove  what  he  had  flated  ;  and  were  he  inclined  only  to 
Rteation  now  the  fituation  of  her  naval  ftrength  and  condu6l  in  this 
month  of  January,  he  fhould  think  that  fufHcient  to  prevent  Mini* 
ftcrs  from  continuing  that  vain  boafting  and  parade,  which  they 
had  adopted  for  a  few  days  paft  of  this  feiTion. 
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Mr.  Chancellor  PITT  thought  that  fufficient  cxplanadon  haci 
been  g^ven  on  the  fubjeA,  and  that  iufthef  enquiry  was  unite- 
ccffary. 

Major  MAITLAND  obfervcd,  that  he  toftceivcd  there  was 
fomcthing  exceedingly  rcprehenfiblc  in  the  little  attention  beRowc<J 
on  the  convoys  to  our  trade.     He  faid,  that  the  Houfc  mufl  be 
furprifed  when  informed,  that  there  was  no  other  convoy  to  the 
Jamaica  fleet,  which  contained  property  to  the  amount  of  four 
millions,  than  a  fingle  Ihip  of  the  line,     ^e  was  therefore  of 
opinion  that  fome  enquiry  fhould  be  inftituted  With  rdpcdt  to  the 
conduft  of  the  Admiralty- 
Admiral  GARDNER  faid,    that  the  trade  was  never  better 
fwte&cd  than  in  the  prefent  war.     He  infiftcd  that  one  fine   of 
battle  (hip  was  fufficient  to  convoy  a  fleet  acrofs  the  ocean.     It  -was 
true  that  he  had  fent  a  7  4  to  look  after  the  fleet,  which  had  been 
convoyed  by  a  50  gun  flilp,  a  frigate  of  28  guns,  and  two  (loops, 
but  tliat  {hip  returned  without  overtaking  the  convoy ;  and  as  this 
fleet  had  arrived  without  lofing  a  lingle  (hip,  it  (hewed  tbat  it  ^was 
properly  protecfled.     Tliere  was  no  danger,  he  faid,  except  when 
a  fleet  was  near  their  deftination,  and  Lord  Howe  was  ready  "with 
the  channel  fleet  to  convoy  the  trade  into  harbour. 

Mr.  GREY  declared,  that  nothing  had  been  uttered,  at  the 
other  (ide  of  the  Houfe,  that  did  not  demonftrate  that  there  -was 
the  neceflfity  of  an  enquir)'  being  inftituted  into  the  defencelefs  ftate> 
not  only  of  the  Atlantic,  but  of  the  Channel,  particularly  of  the 
latter,  where  the  enemy  continued  to  commit  depredations  on  the 
trade. 

Captain  BERKLEY  recapitulated  the  aflfertions  made  by  Ad- 
miral Gardner,  and  recommended  gendemen  who  fpoke  at  the 
other  fide  of  the  Houfe,  to  ftudy  nautical  matters,  before  they 
attempted  to  fpeak  on  maritime  affairs. 

Mr.  SHERIDAN  apprehended  that  the  honourable  Captain 
'who  had  juft:  fpoken,  had  deviated  from  the  propriety  of  debate, 
iti  prefuming  that  no  gendeman  was  qualified  to  fpeak  on  the  quef. 
flon  but  thofc  who  (at  at  his  fide  of  the  Houfe.  He  appealed  to 
ikvetal  naval  gentlemtn  near  him,  cpnverfant  in  naval  aflfairs,  if 
there  was  not  a  (hameful  deficiency  on  the  part  of  thofe  intrufted 
with  the  protcflion  of  our  trade.  Though  not  in  ofHce,  he  appre- 
hended that  they  were  not  lefs  qualified  to  give  an  opinion  on  the 
flibjedt.  Mlnifters,  he  obfcrved,  had  come  down  this  day,  ^ith 
voluminous  documents,  to  everpower  every  argument  that  went  to 
prove  the  nc^dl  that  expofed  the  trade  to  the  capture  of  the  ene- 
my.    If,  continued  Mr.  Sheridan,  there  were  any  liftencrs  to  our 
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debates,,  hpy^  humiliating  to  AdminifhatioOy  to  have  it  blif  tbaft 
thofe  gentl^n^a  who  oppoftd  the  meafuies.  of  Governmeat^  called 
&r  an  enquiry,  on  a  fubjf;6l  to  which  its  Cupporteis  declared,  diat 
^  frieods  ojf  Governipent  were  alone  coj[ngctent  to  decide.  If 
this*wcre  the  cafe,  they  noay  have  a  complete  triumph  in  expo(in|^ 
the  wcaknefs  c^  thofe  gentlemen,  with  whom  he  had  the.  honour  ta 


The  refolution  wa$.  then  read  a  fecond  and  thirjd  time,,  aact 
ordered  to  be  reported  to-morrow. 
The  Houfe  adjoumedt 

Sbturdi^   ift  Ftlrunrj. 

The  report  of  the  Committee  of  Supply  was  brought  up  by.  Mr. 
Hobart.     . 

The  rcfplution  being  read,  fi)r  voting  a  fum  of  two  hundreds 

thoufand  pounds  to  His  MajeAy  to  enable  him  to  comply  with  the 

terms  of  the  Treaty  with  His  Sardinian  Majefty, 

.  Mr,  GREY  (aid>  he  had  no  intention  of  giving  any  further  op- 

psGtion  to  the  meafure ;  but  as  the  argument  had  been  brought 

tWwar(l  in  confequence  of  a  fuppoied  expreflion  of  his  right  honour^ 

able  friend  (Mr.  Fox),  and  great  pains  had  been  taken  to  produce 

precedents  for  the  treaty  then  before  them,  he  would  trouble  th^ 

Houfe  a  few  minutes  upon  the  fubjeft. — Not  expeSii^  that  gen-t 

tkmen  wouy.  have-  rcQed  their  defence  of  the  treaty  upon  fwch 

grounds^  he  was  not,  tii^  rught  before,  fully  mafter  of  the  fubjed* 

Indeed,  it  was  hardly  neceflary  for. hjm  to  endeavour. to  ppintout 

the  nuiterUl  dijfFercnces  which  exifted  between  the  two,  treaties, 

qjoted  ^Sk  precedents,  and  the  prefent  treaty ; .  becaufe  .political  ta^ts, 

of  aU,  others,  fhv^uld  be,  founded , upon  the  particular  nature  of  the 

cafe,  aad  not  blindly. adopted  bccauie  a.fimUai  meafiure  had  been 

followed  upon,  a  former  occafion,  and  under  different  circumftaAcea^ 

He  W3i^.  hqwevcri  now  prepared  to  (hew  to  the  Houfc>,  that  thofii 

baaikd  precedents  were  totally  inapplicable  to  the  prefeot  treaty. 

IiixbB\yeai.i704>.the  King  of.  Sardinia  .was  ia  a  *fkuation.exiv 
tKmdy  diflfercottfromtlhati.in  .which  lic^waa at. the  ligDing,of.thh 
prdent  tveaty,-l)ecm4fiR,he.was  thenaduaUy.eogs^dta.thcmir  oa 
tbeiid^rpffFraopc  againftxhe  .allien •:  twenty-<two  thou{and«of.his 
tnx5)|,,w^e  in  Acai^ny  of  fcha,D.uke  da.  Vendofmc,,  .General  of  the 
Frqich..ani)y  -  at  that  tinie  -in.. Italy*  -  The  confcqucncc-  of  his 
changing  fides  was,  that.. thfi r Quke  .dc.Vendofme  .compelled- all' 
tbofc.nroqp^  tQl^,<iown  ,thpMr„aunv  and^aU  the  fame  time  took 
r*ffcfliqn  .pSf  ai!(?nfider^l}l<;.pa]d:  of  Sajyoy^  The.  King^f  ^Sardinia, 
coodu^qg^  trea^  ^wbich  e3(pofe<l^)iim  .to^fucb.  difadvantages  »and 
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lofTcs^  had  a  right  to  expeA  a  much  larger  fubiidy  than  on  die  pre- 
fcnt  occaiion,  when  he  was  engaged  in  the  war  againft  France,  ^ 
was  led  by  inclination,  as  well  as  by  intereft,  to  aflift  us% 

In  the  year  1743,  which  was  the  other  period  alluded  to,  he 
admitted  that  the  cafe  was  not  quite  fo  (h-ong,  but  (till  circuml^nca 
were  materially  different  from^the  prefent.  It  was  true,  tbc  King 
of  Sardinia  was  not  at  war  with  France,  but  was  in  a  ftate  of  neu- 
trality :  it  <^s,  however,  well  known,  that  his  inclination  lay  on 
&e  fide  of  the  French  caufc. 

*  He  then  requeftcd  .gentlemen  to  compare  the  fituation  of  affairs 
under  which  thofe  treaties  had  been  made,  with  the  fituation  of  the 
King  of  Sariiinia  when  this  treaty  was  iigned.  He  was  tfien  deepir 
engaged  in  hoftilities  againft  France,  and  a  confiderable  portion  of 
his  dominions  ravi(hed  from  him. — ^We  had  therefore  neither  his 
intereft  nor  his  inclination  to  purchafe  to  our  fide-— confcquently, 
giving  the  fame  fubfidy  muft  beconfidcrcd  as  unnecefTarily  lavifti- 
ing  the  public  property. 

Minifters  had  not  thought  proper  to  give  any  anfwer  to  the 
point  mentioned  by  an  honounrt)le  gentleman  (Mr.  Powys)  on  the 
laft  night,  who  underftood  that  the  troops  of  the  King  of  Sardinia 
employed  at  Toulon  w^ere  not  paid  for  beyond  the  2oo,oool. 
Mr.  Grey  faid,  he  wifhed  Minifters  would  pvc  a  pofitivc  anfwer 
to  that  queftion. 

Mr.  Chancellor  PITT  replied,  that  no  further  fum  was  to  be 
allowed  for  thofe  troops ;  but  while  they  were  at  Toulon^  thdr 
fubfifience  was  provided  by  Hi»  Britannic  Majefty. 

This  and  the  other  refolutions  were  then  read  and  agreed  to. 

Mr.  Chancellor  PITT  faid,  Sir,  I  yeftcrday  informed  the 
Houfe  that  I  fhould  inquire  into  the  circumftances  of  a  very  fin- 
gular  tranfadtion  which  I  then  related  in  general  terms.  The  re- 
fult  is,  that  I  am  now  ready  to  ftate  it  more  particularly,  from  the 
information  which  I  have  received  on  the  fubjefl ;  and  from  fuch 
reflediion  as  I  have,  from  the  ftiortnefs  of  the  time,  been  able  to 
pve  the  fubjedt,  I  am  confirmed  in  the  neceffity  of  taking  fomc 
meafures  in  confequence  of  it,  to  guard  againft  the  eflFei^  which 
would  otherwife  be  produced  by  it.  At  the  fame  time  I  do  not 
mean  to  trouble  the  Houfe  with  any  motion  to-day.  I  think  It 
will  be  more  convenient  to  poftpone  it  till  Monday,  in  order  to 
give  a  little  more  time  to  confider  of  it ;  and,  during  that  fhort 
interval,  no  injury  will  arife  from  the  delay 

I  fhall  ftate  the  circumftances  of  the  tranfa6iion,  the  general 
view  and  nature  of  it,  and  the  tendency  of  jthe  mcafure  which  I 
ihall  think  it  my  duty  to  propofe :  and  I  believe  I  cannot  Ibtc 
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the  dnrumftanccs  better,  than  by  reading  two  papers,  of  the  au- 
thority of  which  I  can  entertain  no  doubt,  when  I  confider  the 
channel  through  which  they  come.  The  firft  purports  to  be  a 
IX^rcc  of  an  Extraordinary  Commifiion  inftitutcd  in  France,  in 
cmfcqucnce  of  a  Rcfolution  of  the  joint  Committees  of  Finance, 
<»f  Public  Safety,  and  Public  Welfare,  as  they  arc  called.  There 
probably  was  an  antecedent  Decree  of  the  Convention,  on  which 
tlvjfc  are  founded  ;  but  that  is  not  fo  clear,  and  it  is  the  Icfs  ma- 
terial, as  thcfe  papers  arc  fo  plain,  that  hardly  any  other  informa^ 
turn  can  be  ncceffars\ 

Mr.  Chancellor  Pitt  then  read  the  following  Refolutions  of  the 
Cc»mnuttccs  of  Finance,  General  Safety,  and  Public  Welfare, 
7ih  Nivofc  (January  1794}. 

"  The  Commifiion,  charpjcd  with  oreciiting  the  refolutions  of  th« 
United  Committee^  ol  Kinancc,  Public  Safety,  aud  General  Wclfare*'- 
«hi*:h  place  in  rcquilition  the  ciL^ii  of  all  Bankers,  Mci chants,  and 
Bn»kcrs,  dcfiroiis  of  employing  the  utmoll  expedition  to  obtain  thcfe 
a-iicles,  fo  necefTiry  to  the  happincfs  and  dignity  of  the  French  people^ 
itf!"olve«  as  follows :       ' 

!•  **  The  Bankers,  Merchants,  and  aU  other  Citizens  who  have 
ptnpeny  vcftcd  in  foreign  funds,  ilia U  by  the  next  decade  {  January) 
injke  a  declaration  to  the  Commiirion  ot  Subfiftcncics  and  Provifions, 
firil  of  all  the  cffci^s  and  funded  prop<frty  which  they  have  in  foiciga 
countries;  and  fecondly  of  the  fold  and  unfold  merchandizes  which 
ih^y  have  there. 

II.  "  They  (liall  alfo  declare  with  republican  veracity,  the  names 
of  citizens  whom  they  know  polTcfs  funded  property  or  merchandize  ia 
the  different  parts  of  Europe. 

III.  **  Cummiliioncrs  (hall  very  fpcedily  be  fcnt  to  the  cities  of 
Bourdeaux,  Marfeillcs,  Nantes,  Lc  Havre,  Lille,  Dunkcrquc,^  St. 
Malo,  and  La  Rochelle,  to  obtain  fimilar  tertimonies  and  declarations. 
The  rtprefentative  of  the  people,  BoiflTet,  fhall  alfo  be  writtca  to,  to 
p.nocure  the  fame  at  Montpcllier  and  Nifmes. 

iy\  *«  Five  Commitlioners  fliall  be  chofcn  from  among  the  Bankers^ 

y.  "  And  five  more  among  the  Brokers.   ,  . 

VI.  **  The  Committee  of  General  Safety  fhall  be*nvitcd  to  take  off 
the  fcals  put  upon  the  rffe^ls  of  Bankers,  Brokers,  &c.  in  a  ftatc  of 
arreft ;  and  to  remove  from  fuch  feals  all  papers  and  effects  declaring; 
pn)pcrty  abroad,  in  order  to  (lipulate  for  the  fame  citizens,  as  to  the 
uecUraiions  required  by  the  preceding  articles. 

Vil.  **  The  Commiffioners  chofen  among  the  Bankers  and  Brokers 
IhaU  be  charged  with  conducting,  dirc<5ting,  and  fuperift tending  the 
declarations.  They  fhall  name  thofe  citizens  who  iliall  delay  comply- 
ing, in  order  that  they  may  be  dclired  to  obey  quickly  the  refolutions 
of  the  United  Committees,  and  thofe  of  the  Commiffion  of  Subfiften- 
cies.  They  fhall  alfo  declare  if  any  errors  or  fraud  be  committed  in 
the  declarations,  that  the  Commiflionefs  may  be  enabled  to  repair  the 
one  and  prevent  the  other,  according  to  the  rigour  of  the  laws. 

VIIL   "  The  National  Trcafury  fliall  be  invited  to  receive  the 
value  at  far, 

V/M     VVVVTT  TT  1, 
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IX.  "  The  CornmJflTonrrs  chofen  from  amoti^  the  Bitnken  called 
tp  this  (ittinpr^  being  aflemblcd,  it  is  agrecc!,  that  the  Commiflioncra 
of  their  body  (hall  be  Pachr,  Pcrrcgcacnrf  Fiflchiron,  Baguenault, 
inJ  EnfantiB.  They  hate  mentioned  as  the  Commiffioncrs  to  a<^  ai 
Brokers,  who  are  the  citizens  Paj^,  Huppair,  Du  Colombkry  Rogue^ 
and  Piiiaty  who  have  accepted  the  office*  ' 

Mr.  G!hancfcl1or  Pitt  rhcff  proceeded  to  ffcrtc,  that  he  had 
rfeccivcd  information  of  the  following  fetter,  addrcffcd  by  the 
GommiflioncrS  for  providing  the  Subftftencfes  and  Ph)vifions  oi 
the  Riepublfc,  to  the  ckizcm. 

Pan's,  1 3  Nfoo/e  (    JFasnuffj^)* 

**^  Cifizetit !  The  wants  of  the  RepQblic  demand,  that  conformably 
io  the  rcfolutioQ  of  the  United  Commiiteetfof  Fraance,  General  S»r€t>% 
and  Public  Welfare^  on  the  7th  inflant^  and  agrceabhr  to  that  of  tbd 
CommiiEon  of  this  day,  you  deliver  to  the  CommiiSoners  as  fbon  aa 

folliii^e  an  account  of  che  exadt  (late- of  yoi>r  propertv  in  mercbiftiuiizfs, 
ills  of  exchange  or  credit,  in  foreign  comitries :  and  you  are  required 
wichin  two  days  to  lodge  the  fard  bills  of  exchange  ia  the  Public  Trea« 
fury,  which,  after  it  (hall  hare  received  the  amount,  will  remit  you 
the  value  in  a/lignats,  zi  far.  We  expert  franknefs  and  expedition  on 
your  part.  Any  delay  or  fraud  fliall  be  denounced  wirb  (ercrity.— Wc 
inform  you  that  Guvernnnent  will  take  aU  po^bje  fleps  to  difcharge  at 
far  the  lawful  debts  which  the  Republic  or  the  Ckizens  RKiy  have  due 
in  foreign  countries,  others  than  thofc  with  which  the  Republic  is  af 
war«  in  confequence,  you  are  exprefsly  forbidden  to  take  any  more 
paper  upon  foreign  countries,  or  to  allow  foreigners  to  draw  upon  you, 
without  having  certified  to  the  Commiifioa  as  to  the  empioyroeot  of 
ihefe  funds* 

•*  The  Prcfidcflt  of  the  Commifnon, 

"  K .»• 

1  fubmit,  therefore^  (aid  Mr,  Pitt,  that  it  fi»  denr,  tfic  view, 
nature^  and  efTcA  of  their  contents^  is  this,  that  whoever  has  tht 
power  of  drawing  bills  of  exchange — whoever  has  debts  owing  to 
him  from  perfons  tit  foreign  countries— whoever  has  the  difpofai  of 
funds,  merchandize,  or  property  of  any  fort  in  foreign  countries— 
>-^hoever  now  pofTeflfes  any  of  thefe  on  his  individual  account,  (halt 
dcli\xr  them  up  inlfantly  to  the  State,  that  they  may  beccone  die 
public  property  of  France,  and  he  (hall  receive  in  lieu  of  them  af- 
iignati  at  par,  as  a  full  payment  and  equivalent  (or  that  which  he 
thus  transfers  to  the  State.  Now  I  think  k  is  obvious  this  unites 
two  diftind  chara^ers  equally  clear  ;  the  one,  a  robbery  of  the  ci- 
tizens of  Firance,  by  making  them,  whether  they  will  or  no,  trans- 
fer that  which  is  valuable  for  that  which  they  may  not  thitik  valua- 
ble at  all.  They  are  conftramed  to  take  at  parthat  whieh  at  timts 
lias  not  been  wordi  one-feventh  of  par. 

The  next  thing  is,  that  all  debts  owing  from  individuals  livnig 
in  countries  at  war  with  them^  iU?e  to  go  to  ftpengtheathe  fincw^or 
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carrmgon  the  war  ag^inft  themfelves.     I  think  it  is  <ibviouSy  t» 
{jTCvenl  the  effeds  of  fucli  ^  tmnfadion^  Aat  it  is  our  duty  to.paqr 
a  certain  regard  to  O'ar  own  interefts,  and  our  own  prefervation  ; 
and  if  they  were  out  of  the  queftion,  a  regJird  is  due  to  the  prefen- 
vation  of  mercantiic  good  faith,  in  order  to  prevent  our  transferring 
by  this  mixture  of  fraud  and  fbrcc,  the  payment  of  their  lawful 
debts  from  the  perfons  who  are  entitfcd  to  them,  to  the  State.     As 
to  the  general  principles  on  this  fubjedt^   I  believe  they  are  known 
to  every  gentleman.     On  the  abfbad  principles  of  the  law  of  na- 
tions, and  of  this  eountry,  the  payment  of  any  debt  owing  to  afi 
alien  enemT  eannot  be  fuftained  in  tin^e  of  war-*-that  he  cannot 
mintain  an  a<Stion  for  it— and  the  King  might  attach  it  as  belong- 
ii^  to  an  enemy.     But  the  mitigated  practice  of  modern  times, 
from  a  defire  to  continue,  even  in  a  ftate  of  war,  the  benefits  of 
mercantile  intcrcourfe,  which  are  for  the  advantage  of  individuals, 
without  entrenching  on  the  public  fafety,  liave  long  ago  brought 
thefc  principles  In  their  full  extent  into  difufe^ 

But  though  that  pra(3ice  is  much  to  be  applauded  when  this  ufc 
5$  made  of  it,  yet,  if  inftead  of  anfwering  the  firit  end  which  I  have 
fated,  that  is — by  preferving  the  intereft  of  individuals,  fubjeS  to 
Ae  limitation  of  not  diredly  entrenching  on  the  interefts  of  the 
State,  it  inverts  both  thofe  propofidons  by  plundering  and  dcftroying 
property,  and  fruftrating  the  attempts  to  obferve  good  faith  on  your 
pat;  and  on  the  other  hand  dircdtly,  manifeftly,  and  without 
dfguife  to  force  a  fupply  not  collaterally  through  the  mediuhi  of  a 
decree,  but  dire£Hy  into  the  coffers  of  thofe  with  whom  you  are  at 
war,  and  alfo  to  fupport  the  credit  of  the  mafs  of  aflignats ;  if  thlt 
5$  die  cafe,  dierc  is  every  circumftance  united  which  can  call  on  th« 
vtiikxn,  the  prudence,  thejuftice,  the  humanity  and  thegrxxl  feith 
rf  Parliament  to  interpofe,  in  order  to  prevent  a  tranfadion  which 
bs  the  com^icated  features  of  fraud,  cruelty,  and  oveilxaring  op- 
pitflSon. 

I  fhall  think  It  my  duty,  therefore,  to  propofe  fome  meafure  for 
immediately  prohibiting  under  a  fevere  penalty,  whenever  the  mcarut'e 
is  brni^t  forward,  the  payment  of  any  bill  of  exchange,  or  the 
difpoial  of  any  funds  belonging  to  perfons  refiding  in  France,  at  fuch 
a  time  as  that  this  operation  would  attach  oh  them. 

Althoi^  this  is  the  objecl  moft  preffing  in  point  of  time,  there 
are  odier  objeds,  which  the  humanity  of  the  Houfe  will  fuggcft  that 
require  their  conlideratioa.  I  ftate  it  as  our  firft  object  to  defeat  our 
mcmjT,  and  to  take  front  them  the  fruits  of  tyranny  and  fraud.  But  ano- 
ftcr  objefl  worAy  of  the  Britifli  Parliament  is  to  prevent  the  fubje^fts 
of  France  fuffcrinff  ftom  the  tvrannv  of  France  ;  to  preferve  entire 


25*  PARLIAMENTARY  A.  179^ 

for  them  the  profpcft  of  the  payment  of  thcfe  debts,  which  their  o\\ 

defpotifm  would  have  feized  from  them.     There  is  another  objc 

equally  important.     Whatever  meafure  may  be  neceffarj',  you  oui:! 

to  bear  in  mind  that  in  your  attempts  to  prefcrve  the  propert)',   y< 

do  not  hazard  facrificing  the  lives  of  thofc  unfortunate  perfons  ;   ax 

therefore  to  conceal  their  names  will  become  a  neceflar}'  part  of  yoi 

duty.     This  is  a  matter  of  delicacy,  and  may  require  much  con* 

deration.     The  firft  of  thcfe  objects  is  point  of  time,  tliat  I  fh<  >ii 

have  thought  it  my  duty  this  day  to  have  moved  for  leave  to  brint:  i 

a  bill  on  this  fubje^.^,  if  I  h;id  not  been  of  opinion,  after  confulrii 

fome  refpcctablc  gentlemen  who  are  well  acqu-iintcd  witli  tlic  bu* 

nefs,  that  tlie  fliort  ticlay  between  this  and  Monday  can  be  attend. 

with  no  bad  cfFcvit.      Parliament  will  take  fome  rapid  flops  on  tl 

meafure  ]  and  after  what  I  have  ftated^  there  is  no  probabiiit)'  th; 

any  merchant  in  this  countr)'  will  accept  any  bill  of  exchange,  or  <i 

any  aft  which  will  prevent  the  full  effect  of  immediate  meafure: 

which  die  wifdom  of  Parliament  may  think  proper  to  adopt.     O 

Monday  next  I  myfelf,  or  C)mc  of  my  honourable  friends,  wil 

move  a  bill  for  tlie  firft  object,  and  the  other  objects  (hall  be  pro 

vided  for  the  firft  opportunity. 

Major  MAITLAND  faid,  he  rofe  to  a  queftion  which  the  Sr 
cretary  of  State  (Mr.  Dundas)  faid  he  was  rn^t  prepared  to  anfwc: 
laft  night.  The  right  honourable  gentleman  had  now  had  time  ti 
inform  himfelf  of  that,  refpefting  which  he  ought  never  to  liave  hcc 
in  want  of  information  ;  and  he  dcfircd  to  heir  from  him  cxplicltl; 
whether  or  not  there  were  French  officers  employed  as  aides-dc-cani) 
to  the  Earl  of  Moira,  and  receiving  Britilh  pay. 

Mr.  Secretary  DUNDAS  faid,  he  felt  it  liis  duty  to  give  no  ex 
plicit  anfwer  to  any  fuch  queftion.  His  opinion  was,  and  he  beg 
ged  to  be  underfttxxi  as  gi\ingonly  his  private  opinion,  that  tU 
Earl  of  Moira  had  a  right  to  employ  fuch  inftrumcnts  as  he  migh 
think  moft  fit  for  executing  the  fcrvicc  with  which  he  was  cntniHed 
To  mention  the  names  of  French  officers  in  any  way  contributing  t< 
the  operations  of  the  war,  was  a  matter  of  much  delicacy ;  and  h 
fliould  decline  anfwering  any  queftion,  whatever  might  be  the  nx> 
tive  of  putting  it,  that  tended  to  difclofe,  meafures,  the  fucecfs '' 
which  might  depend  upon  fecrecy,  unlcfs  he  was  commanded  by  t!w 
Houfe  to  anfwer. 

Major  MAITLAND  faid,  he  had  aiked  no  queftion  that  coulii 
be  fuppofed  to  indicate  a  wifti  of  difcloling  meafures  which  ought  v\ 
be  concealed.  He  undcrftood  from  good  autlwrity  that  there  wer*: 
French  officers  employed  under  tlie  command  of  the  Earl  of  Moio, 
and  in  Britifli  pay.     If  fuch  was  the  fadt,  it  was  contrary  to  laui 
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and  a  fit  fubjcdl  of  enquiry  by  the  Koufe  of  Commons.  He  ^-ai 
ready  to  aJmit,  tliat  the  (ituation  of  fuch  French  officers  was  deli- 
cate, and  that  thtir  ferviccs  might  be  ufcfal  ;  but  if  they  were  to  be 
employed  in  a  legal  way,  the  delicacy  of  tlielr  fituation  Mould  net 
be  violated,  and  their  ferviccs  would  not  be  lefs  important.  All  the 
army  under  tlic  command  of  the  Earl  of  Molra  muft  know  if  any 
fuch  officers  were  employed,  and  therefore  to  tell  the  Iloufe  of 
Commons  would  not  be  difclofinp;  anv  State  fecret.  If  the  motion 
he  was  now  to  make  (houid  not  be  aflented  to,  he  (liould  take  ano- 
ther opportunity  of  bringing  the  fubjedt  bcfi>re '  the  Houfe.  He 
moved,  that  an  acixiunt  be  laid  before  the  Houfe  of  any  officer?,  na- 
tives of  foreign  countries,  now  in  fervloc  under  the  command  of  the 
Earl  of  Moira,  and  roeciving  Briiifti  pny. 

Mr.  GREY  fecondcd  the  motion.  It  was  fald  to  be  dangonotK 
to  difclofe  the  meafurcs  of  Go\'tmment  during  a  war  ;  but  the  de* 
parture  from  the  principles  of  the  Cunftitution,  which,  under  pre- 
text of  fupporting  it,  they  were  daily  led  to  betray,  was  much  more 
dangerous.  The  Secretary  of  State  faid,  that  the  Earl  of  Moira 
had  a  right  to  employ  fuch  inftrumcnts  as  he  might  think  fit  for  cite- 
cviting  the.fervicc  with  whicii  he  was  entnifted.  He  would  tell  the 
rigljt  honourable  Secrctarj^  what  the  Earl  of  Moira  had  a  right  to  do. 
He  had  ik)  right  to  employ  foreign  officers  in  Britifh  pay  within  this 
cfiuntry,  without  authority  of  Parliament.  If  the  motion  fhouTd 
not  be  carried,  he  took  this  opportimity  of  giving  notice,  that  he 
ihould  again  bring  forward  the  fubjecV,  and  the  landing  of  licf&an 

The  motion  was  negatived. 
The  Iloufc  adjourned, 

Mondr:yy   yl  February, 

The  SOLICITOR  GENERAL  mfe,  in  puri'uance  of  the  in* 
timation  given  laft  Saturday  by  Mr.  Chancellor  Pitt,  to  move  for 
leave  to  bring  in  a  bill  to  countera<5t  the  late  arbitrary  fcizure  in 
France  of  all  private  property  in  foreign  countries.  He  faid,  it  was 
a  fubjedl  of  very  great  importance,  and  demanded  much  confidc- 
ration  ;  but  after  what  had  fallen  already  on  that  fubject  from  his 
right  honourable  friend,  he  Ihould  at  prcfent  content  himfelf  with 
ftadng  his  motion,  which  would  include  the  objecSl  in  view,  and 
leave  the  means  by  which  it  was  to  be  obtained  to  farther  confidera- 
tion  and  fixture  difcuflion.  He  then  moved,  **  That  leave  be 
pven  to  bring  in  a  bill  for  preventing  the  application  to  the  ufe  of 
the  prcfent  Government  of  France,  of  all  monies  and  efFefts  in  the 
hands  of  His  Majefty's  fubjecls,  die  propcrtj'  of  individual  of  thai 
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p0iMiy^  aadfcri)mBfervifigfuch.inoftey^aild  eficds^to  the  ufe  of  its 
iijivKilBsir  owciers.''     Granted^ 

The  Huufc  having  yefdvcd  kfelf  in^o  z-  Conunktce  of  tbe^  wfaoTe 

LcMFcl  ARDEN  mpfcd.  That  the  fun  of  558,021!.  be  granted 
f»His  Maj^y  foe  the  Osdinary  of  the  Navy  for  ibe  year  1 794^ 
ilgretd  to.^ 

Lovd  Ardieq^ then  movedy  Tint  the  fuiii  of  547r3 1  oL  foe  granted 
is  His  Majcfly,  for  the  Extrafnlkia^Ies  of  the  Navy  for  the  year 
.13  54.^— Agr€cd\o* 

The  SECRETARY  at  WAR  obferverf,  that  h^  (hould  titrfpaft 
9  little  uppn  the  attentioiv  of  the  Committee,  while  he  Aated  what 
Ae  exertions  were  that  had  beea  made  ta  dv;  prefent  campaigny  and 
what  the  refuh  of  the  comparifon  of  thofe  exertions  was  with  die  ex- 
extioiis  that  had  been  made  iiv  former  wars.  This  would  be  the  beft 
modt  to  ef^able  th&  CoBfun^tce  U>  foraa  a  juft  opinion  upoa  the 

Oentlcmen  wooldy  in  iht  coniideration  of  this  queftion,  rDcolle<ft 
Hem  littk  prepared  this  country  was,  at  the  breaking  out  of  the  war,. 
ID  enter  into  it;  for  this  degree  of  allowance  ou^t  neceiTarily  to  be 
«nde.     However^  he^  for  one,  ihould  have  great  fatisfaAion  h> 
4acing  what  d^  eiFe£ts  of  the  exertions  that  had  been  made  were  ; 
9nd  in  order  that  the  Hsukdn  might  draw  a  comparifon,  he  (houl4 
firf!  fiatc  the  years  17 56,   1760,.  1761,   1762,  and   1774,  the 
smmbcr  oftffc&ivc  forces  that  had  been  raifed,  (Hd  not^  taking  ar^ 
fWTe  year,,  exceed  22,000  men.     Thcfe  were  the  utmoft  efFedJs  of 
Ihe-greateft  exertions  of  this  oountry  during  any  one  of  the  former 
pericxls.     He  iliould  next  (late  to  the  Committer,   the  oorrfeqiiencc 
f>f  the  exertions  that  had  been  made  during  the  firft  year  of  die  pre* 
fent  campaign.     The  total  of  th^  infantry  and  cavalry  during  the 
faflryeary  vi?,.  I793>  amounted  to  37*169  men:    from  this  he 
would  rather  dedu<^  the  fencibles  that  had  been  raifed  in  North  Bri- 
tm  ^  fo  Aat,  making  that  dedudion>  die  amount  would  then  be 
32,000  men*     Now,  what  was  the  refult }  Why  it  appeared  that 
10,000  more  than  had  been  rai&d  in  the  courfc  of  the  lad  year, 
liian  in  ai^  former  period.     The  eScA  of  thts  unparalleled  aug- 
incntarion  was  extremely  profperous.     He  ihould  not  trouble  die 
Committee  with  any  further  remarks,  but  leave  the  whole  matter 
^r  thfir  Gonfideration. 

The  Chairman  having  put  the  firft  refolution,  "  TTiat  Ac  num-? 
fjer  of  land  forces,  includir^g  3,682  invalids,  maklr^  601244  ef* 
^!6tive  men,  be  employed  for  1 7  94. 
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Mr.  HUSSEY  ob<«vcd  that  Hie  Houfe  had  heard  a  detail  ef 
ir3Fs  ki  Ac  years  1759,   17609  and  what  troops  had  been  cai^ 
f'grd'm  tbe  whole  <)f  the  American  ^*ar«     Hi)  wifhodhc  had  hczajRl 
asiKcll  as  the  fMinihcr  of  fidops,  dw  d85»S  of  employing  them  in 
die  yeais  1 76c  and  x  761.     And  afler  the  number  oiftnx)ps  hi  the 
American  war>  lie  ihoold  be  glad  to  hear  ftatcd  to  ihe  people  at  large 
%hat  benefit  dvs  country  -derived   from  the  cniplo^mcift  ^f  jtiefe 
t3Po&pSf  and  then  he  flioukl  like  to  hear  ^tcd  what  bcne^t  we  air 
lo  expert  from  ourpident  miKtary  force.     He  was  almoft  sdhsmcd 
foliKii  at  diis  augmentation  of  our  fnllitary  forcei  becaufe  he  "was 
afnnd  we  (hould  never  be  gainers  by  it.     If  it  oould  be  ihewB  ti 
Ism  that  ^wc  xvng^,  he  ihoald  be  ready  to  fubfciibe  to  die  tn^gqyl^- 
ution,  but  he  had  heard  nothii^yct  to  mdce  that.aqrpearprobaMfei 
He^ecbtttd  himfelf,  on  a  Ibrmer  n^t,  an  advtxstte  -for  the-ai^ 
fimta&on  oFoor  navy,  becaufe  he  knew  that  if  they  woaid  do  ihar 
^atf^  (and  what  reafon  was  Acfc  to  doubt  it  r)  ^y  wouldte  «f 
flidre  real  ufe  t»  diis  country  than  an  ai^gmcntadon,  luch  as'ilac^ 
in  dmesoTcr*     A  few  good  ihips  had  ten  dmes  Chefvoe4ori»cf 
Wf  land  operadOA.     He  wi(hedthe  Mimfter  had  imted  ibsns  a*-* 
^ooemofit  to  the  Houfe  for  what  was  now  dked ;  fer  he  cosffeffirfl 
diat  he  felt  agKat  deai  upon  this  fubjcA,  and  he  oould  not  mste 
up  ia  his  fflind  what  |food  could  be  gained  to  this  tOimtTf  by  ttii 
ai^gmentaiion  of  its  tmlttary  force.     Wc  fhoidd  ody  pledge  okp- 
tivcs  deeper  and  deeper  into  4:akmtty%     This  x^ountt^  ^ras  finoos^ 
pailiad  by  iicai^  die  great  cll^e^t  of  its  tefouiaces  was^oimneiee.**-* 
What  was  likely  to  exiend  that  commerce,  and  ineicafe  lfa&  ^&- 
fciBecs  f'-^Ottr  navy^     There  were  now  bdnoe  and  fmiftovod,  aes 
he  heard  on  a  former  day,  between  fevonty-five  and  feventy-^s 
dioufand  men.     If  we  could  afford  lo  augmeintin  any  part  of  «nr 
amianent,  why  not  make  this  one  hiHidred  dioufand  ?  The  <iiffi- 
ctd^  did  xiot  appear  to  him  b  great  as  to  fome  tt  might  appear.     A 
ftip  properly  manned  was  one  which  had  orte-diird  landfmen^  one- 
durd  ordinaty,  and  ofte>third  able-bocfied  fcamen.     He  coold  nac 
hdp  prefling  thefe  points  on  die  confidcration  of  die  Hmife,  and  of 
the  I^Mlc  ;  for  he  was  perfaaded  that  wc  had  no  good  to  expect 
from  the  ati^gmentation  of  our  army  in  this  war.     He  did  net  fnean 
10  fay  any  diing  difrefpedfol  of  dn:  army  ;  the  army  mi^  by  thmr 
GEOtioas  ^rfibrd  very  material  fervice  to  this  country,  when  propo^ 
em^eyed  ;  but  upon  th&s  occalion  he  cou9d  not  help  faying  he  <fid 
not  (»  dut  their  otmofi  exertions  coukl  be  beneikial  to  this  eoua« 
ty,  and  therefore  he  was  botxnd  to  give  lus  negative  to  the  nootieii 
Dsw-Mbfe  the  Committee. 
M^MAITLAND  Imd,  it  w^  hisiixte»tioRti»vote'f«r  ^ 
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fiipply  of  troops  now  propofcd  ;  but  upon  vcr}''diiFercnt  views  from 
thofc  who  approved  what  had  been  done  during  the  campaign.      He 
was  ready  to  admit,  tliat  more  troops  had  been  levied  during  the  pre- 
fcnt  war  than  on  former  occafions  ;  but  if  levy  mor^ey  to  a  greater 
amount  was  expended  upon  the  prcfcnt  than  any  former  occafion, 
dierc  certainly  was  an  end  of  that  fujwrior  merit  m  railing  them, 
which  was  claimed..     Would  the  honourable  Secretary  ftate  to  the 
Houfe  the  effects  produced  by  tW^fc  lK)aftcd  exertions  ;  the  objed  pro- 
poied  by  them  ;  how  they  were  to  Ixf  applied  for  the  purpofe  of  cc^n- 
qucring  that  public  opinion,  agaiiift  whidi  wc  were  vairdy  waging 
war  ?   Before  he  exorcifcd  tlic  moft  important  truft  of  a  Member  of 
Parliament,  diat  of  taking  the  mone)*^  tmt  of  the  pockets  of  die  people, 
it  was  his  duty  to  look  well  to  the  condudl  of  Minifters,  in  order  ti> 
enable  him  to  fay  whether  it  was  well  applied  or  not ;  whether  they 
dircdled  the  public  force  entruftcd  to  them  wifely  or  not.     He  would 
be  undcrftood,  in  deprecating;  tlic  events  of  the  war,  as  laying  the 
blame^f  our  repeated  f<dlures  at  the  door  of  Minifters  only.      It  had 
been  ftatcd  on  a  former  night,  tiiat  the  means  of  this  country  were  as 
yet  fo  fmall  as  not  to  enable  them  to  attempt  great  things^  or  produce 
the  neceffary  cflccV*     If  our  means  have  been  hitherto  fmall,  they 
Hiould  have  been  applied  to  pKiportionate  objefts,  and  not  by  at- 
tempting  meafures  beyond  our  capabilit)',  to  fruftrate  every  attempt. 
He  obferved  how  ufual  it  was  in  mentioning  the  events  of  the  war,  to 
mention  with  exultation  the  fucccfs  of  tlie  allied  armies.     Upon  diat 
fubjcdt  he  wiihcd  to  be  undcr(l(K>d  as  not  at  prefent  making  any 
comment ;  at  die  fame  time,  he  was  ready,  whenever  diat  iubjcft 
came  regularly  before  them,  to  undertake  to  prove,  that  the  fucccfs 
fo  much  boafted  of  was  innnitcly  inferior  to  what  midit  reafonahlv 
have  been  cxpedkd ;  but  at  prefent  he  a^nrincd  his  obfervarions  ftri»:^hr 
to  thofe  operations  carried  on  by  Britifli  tro(>ps,  ailing  under  Britiih 
Generals ;  upon  even'  one  of  which  he  anitcnJ.cd  wc  liad  moft  com- 
pletely failed ;  that  where  wc  fliould  have  looked  for  honour,  wc 
had  reaped  nothing  but  dillionour  ;  inftead  of  credit,  difgrace.    This 
cenfure  he  means  not,  in  die  moft  diftant  manner,  to  affix  either  to 
the  Generals,  officers,  or  men  of  our  armies,  of  whofe  gallantry, 
pcrfeverance,  and  fpirit,  evinced  during  the  late  campaign,  he  was 
ready  to  bear  teftimony  ;  but  to  Minlftrv,  to  whofe  mifcondu£l  and 
mifmanagcment,  folely,  he  attributed  all  our  misfortunes.     Here 
he  took  a  review  of  the  pvincipnl  events  of  the  late  campaign.     In 
the  firft  place,  the  fuccefs  that  followed  die  embarkation  of  the  guards 
for  Holland,  by  the  relief  of  WilliamO.adt,  was  by  no  means  to  be 
attributed  to  any  wifdom  or  forefight  of  Minifters,  becaufe  that  being 
merely  a  defenfive  meafure,  no  previous  plan  could  poffilily  be  adopted 
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to  infure  fuccefs.     The  firft  place,  where  they  could  poffibly  reap 
anv  merit  from  die  operations  of  our  troops  was,  when  tfiey  appeared 
before  Valenciennes,  there  the  troops  indeed  acquitted  themfelves  a§ 
they  always  do,   and  acquired  that  eclat  they  always  juftly  merit ;  but 
then  it  was  becaufc  they  a£ted  conjundlly  with  the  great  armed  force 
of  (xir  allies.     When  however  they  came  to  feparate  from  that  force, 
when  they  canne  before  Dunkirk,  the  confequence  was  difgracc ;  and 
he  did  not  helitate  to  attribute  the  entire  feries  of  difafters  that  followed 
during  the  fubfequent  part  of  the  campaign,  to  the  refolution  of  fepa- 
niii^  the  armies  for  the  purpofe  of  undertaking  that  unfortunate  fiege. 
How  far  in  point  of  fji(\  that  fiege  was  undertaken  by  the  gallant  and 
iliuftrious  General,  who  commanded  the  Britifh  troops,  upon  his 
own  fuggeftion,  or  by  the  interference  of  Minifters  at  home,  it  was 
impoflible  for  him  to  pofiefs  adequate  information  to  be  able  to  {tate ; 
but  this  he  would  affert,  that  the  inadequate  means  for  carrying  it 
into  execution  were  the  caufes  of  its  failure ;  and  tliat  thefe  were  pro- 
duced by  negle<S  at  home  he  had  little  doubt.     The  army.  General 
and  all,  found  themfelves  deferted- where  they  looked  for  fupport, 
and  when  they  faw  this,  they  felt  themfelves  intimidated,-  and  obli- 
ged to  retire.      He  was  the  more  eameft  in  urging  this,  bccaufe  he 
>vas  well  convinced  how  defirable,  and  at  the  fame  time  how  attain- 
able, the  poffeflion  of  Dunkirk  was,  from  its  vicinity  to  this  country. 
It  had  been  flated  by  a  gallant  Admiral  (M^Bride),  whofe  veracity 
was  as  undoubted  as  his  courage,  that  the  petty  gun-boats  annoyed 
our  troc^  upon  that  occafion  confiderably  ;  and  to  them  likewife  we 
wed  the  lofs  of  one  of  the  firft  oflicers  that  graced  the  Britifh  name. 
Colonel  MoncriefF;  it  was  alfo  notorious  that  the  battering  cannon 
Dcccflary  for  cariying  on  the  fiege,  did  not  arrive  there  in  time.      If 
then  fuch  negledts  as  thefe  occurred,  no  wonder  diat  failure  was  the 
inevitable  ccmfequence.     If  die  &ilure  was  imputable  to  negled  at 
home,  would  it  be  denied  that  Minifters  were  to  blame?  If  no  fuch 
negled  really  did  exift,  and  the  Duke  of  York  had  not  done  his 
Atty,  then  afifuredly  the  blame  muft  lie  at  his  door.     At  all  events, 
tc  hoped  and  trufted  that  a  ftrid  inquiry  would  take  place  into  the 
6^8  of  the  cafe,  that  wherever  cUlpaoility  (hould  be  found,  there 
public  cenfure  might  attach  itfelf.     Upon  the  whole  of  this  bufinefs, 
therefore,  he  muft  repeat  his  former  affertion,  that  all  the  fubfequent 
misfortunes  of  the  campaign  were  to  be  attributed  to  it,  inafmuch  as 
^wr  i(after  before  Dunkirk  ferved  as  a  fignal  for  rallying  throughout 
France.    The  next  objeS  that  demanded  attention,  was  the  bufinefs 
rf  Toulon.    The  fuccefs  attendant  on  our  arms  at  this  place  had  been 
conftantly  trumpeted  in  our  ears.      In  the  firft  place  he  would  a(k, 
iww  the  deftrudion  of  the  French  navy  could  be  called  a  military  ad- 
Vot.  XXXVII.  L  1 
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vantage?  Wc  had  got  pofleflion  of  Toulon  by  treaty,  and  we  loft  it 
by  force  of  arms:  how  did  this  prove  our  military  advantage  ?  Wc 
got  Toulon  by  promifcs  to  the  French  there.  We  loft  their  confi- 
dence by  betraying  them.  How  had  Miniftcrs  conduftcd  thcmfelvcs 
upon  this  occaiion  ?  They  fcnt  a  force  that  was  inadequate  to  keep  it ; 
wc  were  faithlefs  to  our  truft,  and  die  only  thing  in  which  Miniftcrs 
exerted  themfclvcs,  was  that  of  incrcafing  the  StafF  Officers,  and  pur- 
fuingall  the  cxpcnfivc  part  of  a  military  eftabliihment,  and  incrcafing 
all  die  means  of  corrupt  influence ;  in  (hort,  upon  the  face  of  the 
whole  of  this  expedition,  there  appeared,  as  fajr  as  Minifters  were 
concerned,  nothing  but  corruption  and  incapacitj'. 

The  next  object  was  the  expedition  of  Sir  Charles  Grey,  an  offi- 
cer of  great  military  talents  and  fl:ill,  and  who,  no  doubt,  wotald 
do  himfclf  honour  when  called  upon  for  proper  and  aftivc  fcrvicc 
for  his  country.  What  fituation  was  he  placed  in  ?  He  had  1 0,000 
men  uitdcr  his  command,  and  his  expedition  was  poftponed  day 
after  day,  and  from  month  to  month,  and  at  laft,  w-hcn  he  (ailed, 
it  was  at  fo  buiRerous  a  fcafon,  with  one  man  of  war,  accompanied 
by  another  with  three  tranfports,  that  it  was  not  to  be  cxpe<ftcd  that 
he  could  perform  any  fignal  fervicc.  He  muft  fay,  that  Minifters 
had  from  time  to  time  frittered  away  all  the  advantages  wc  had  at 
the  commencement  of  the  campaign,  and  had  been  truly  attentive 
to  nothing  but  the  increafc  of  the  StafF,  and  other  corrupt  purpofes 
for  their  own  influence. 

He  came  next  to  the  expedition  of  the  Earl  of  Moira,  and  this 
was  ftill  worfe,  if  pofliblc,  than  the  reft  ;  he  had  no  intention  to 
throw  any  reflection  on  his  Lordftiip,  whofe  (kill,  knowledge  and 
valour  he  did  not  doubt;  yet,  after  the  public  expedtation  had  been 
raifed  to  die  higheft  pitch ;  after  troops  had  been  coUeftcd,  and 
tranfports  prepared,  his  expedition,  as  his  honourable  friend  (Mr. 
Sheridan)  had  faid  on  a  former  night,  ended  in  an  invafion  of  this 
country,  by  a  troop  of  HeflTians.     Thus  he  had  ftated,  in  as  few 
words  as  he  could,  all  the  objefts  and  die  cfFedts  of  the  expeditions 
of  the  Britifli  forces,  as  far  as  related  to  Europe.     He  muft  now 
proceed  to  take  a  (hort  view  of  them  in  the  Wfcft- Indies.     Tobago 
was  taken,  an  acquilition  of  but  trifling  confccjucncc.     But  the  ex- 
pedition at  Martinique  had  completely  failed,  in  confequencc  of 
being  improperly  planned  at  home,  and  the  fault,  he  would  repeat, 
was  not  the  fault  of  the  general,  or  the  oflFiCcrs,  or  the  men,  but  of 
the  Miniller,  and  (o  it-  would  appear,  when  a  proper  inquiry  came  to 
be  made  into  the  fubjcr^>.     The  whole  of  the  plan  of  the  Miniftcrs 
in  ihc  Weft  Indies,  as  well  as  dieir  plans  in  Europe,  were  inade- 
quate to  the  ends  propofcd,  and  had  confequently  fiuled.     Whether 
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wc  kx)ked  at  home  or  abroad>  the  condudl  of  Minifters  had  been 
chanuElerixed  by  an  untibrm  negligence,  as  to  the  interefts  of  their 
country,  its  honour,  and  its  dignity,  and  hardly  any  thing  was  fcen 
to  arifc  out  of  it,  but  difappointificnt  and  difgrace  ;  and  when  they 
came  to  anfwer  to  thofe  charges,  he  wifhcd,  for  the  honour  of  the 
Brttilb  chanuSter,  fo  long  renowned  for  bravery  and  candour,  that 
they  would  not  anfwer  by  mere  declamation,  but  by  rcafon  and  fair 
a^ument :  if  they  felt  for  their  own  charader,  and  were  confcious 
they  were  not  to  blame,  they  would  of  themfelves  institute  an  inquiry 
into  the  h6\s  upon  which  he  had  founded  thcfc  ailcrtioris.     He  ac- 
knowledged the  neceflity  of  great  fupplies,  and  therefore  he  voted  for 
them,  but  while  he  did  fo,  it  was  his  duty  to  call  for  an  explanation, 
how  the  money  already  voted  had  been  applied,  and  to  get,  if  pofTible, 
fome  fccurity,  that  not  a  (hilling  of  the  money  of  the  people  of  this 
country  (hould  be  mifapplied  in  future.     With  regard  to  the  Houfe, 
he  confeiled,  that  conceiving  it  to  be  the  duty  of  Minifters  at  all 
tmes,  particularly  in  time  of  war,  to  be  on  their  guard  in  expending 
the  money  of  the  public,  he  was  in  hopes  of  feeing  a  confiderable 
degree  of  plain  dealing,  and  that  they  would  at  leaft  endeavour  to 
prove  there  was  fome  reafonable  hopes  that  the  expeditions  they  com* 
menced  would  have  terminated  to  our  advantage.     This  expedation 
was  raifed  ftUl  higher,  when  he  reflefled  that  large  fums  of  money 
had  been  thrown  away  for  various  purpofcs,  that  were  far  from  being 
neceflary,  and  fome  of  them  highly  cenfunible.    One  hundred  thou- 
land  pounds  had  been  already  employed,  for  the  purpofe  of  erefting 
barracks  in  different  parts  of  tliis  ifland  ;  a  meafure  not  unneceffary 
only,  but  clearly  uiKonftitutional  alfo  ^  he  need  not  labour  to  prove 
diis,  he  had  the  authority  of  the  beft  writers  who  had  ever  written 
upon  the  fubjcct,  and  they  all  agreed  that  ercfting  barracks  was  a 
plan  ditcQly  hoftile  to  the  fpirit  of  our  Conftitution,  and  utterly  de- 
ftrudive  to  the  freedom  of  a  ftate.     They  all  agreed  that  keeping 
foldiers  in  barracks,  tended  to  deftroy  that  focial  intercourfe  betw^een 
the  foldicr  and  the  citizen,  which  was  the  great  foundation  of  all 
harmony,  and  the  bulwark  of  a  free  ftate,  as  well  againft  interruJ 
diTcord  as  againft  foreign  force  :  tlie  evil   did  not  end  here,  for  he 
had  too  much  reafon  to  know,  that  the  fyftem  of  building  barracks 
in  this  country,  was  only  beginning,  and  that  it  was  intended  to  be 
made  gpneral,  and  would  be  carried  on  until  the  people  of  this  coun- 
try (hould  feel  it  ought,  and  declare  it  fliall,  not  any  longer  con- 
tinue it. 

The  next  thing  to  be  taken  notice  of  was  the  mode  of  raifing  men 
by  die  falc  of  commiflions.  Men  were  to  be  paid  1 5I.  of  which 
Gwernmcnt  were  to  pay  but  5I.  the  remainder  lol.  being  to  be 
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raifed  by  the  falc  of  captain's  commiflions.    He  did  not  mean  to  fay 
that  it  was  not  fair  to  raife  men  in  this  manner,  but  he  was  confident 
that  it  added  an  unneceffary  number  of  officers,  and  that  thus  men 
whofe  meritorious  fcrvices  defervcd  lietter,  were  fuperfeded,    unlefs 
they  could  raife  money  to  buy  that  rank  which  their  fervices  gave 
them  a  fair  claim  to,  and  he  was  confident  that  although  confidering 
the  thing  in  itfelf,  it  might  be  fair  thus  to  raife  the  men  for  the  pur- 
pofc  of  faving  expencc,  yet  in  its  principle  it  was  extremely  ccnfur- 
able,  inafmuch  as  it  was  clearly  unconflitutional  to  raife  men  for  the 
public  force,  without  the  exprefs  confent  of  Parliament ;   and  if 
economy  was  the  objedl  of  our  Minifters,  inftead  of  bidding  defiance 
to  the  Conftitution  which  they  daily  praifed,  they  (hould  look  around 
them,  and  they  would  fee  a  long  lift  of  ufelefs  places  that  might  be 
fold,  and  the  produce  brought  into  the  public  purfe.    Infteadof  this, 
they  had  uniformly  continued  to  increafe  cxpcnces  that  were  ufelefs. 
The  expence  of  the  Staff,  for  inftance,  exceeded  by  many  thoufand 
)X)unds,  tlie  Staff  at  the  American  war,  by  which  it  was  clear  Mini- 
fters paid  no  attention  to  economy,  but  purfued  plans  that  led  to  their 
own  private  advantage.    He  concluded  with  obfcrving,  that  although 
he  muft  from  neceflity  vote  away,  to  a  vaft  amount,  the  money  of  his 
conftitucnts  ;  he  had  no  fatisfadlion  from  the  fucccfs  of  the  applica- 
tion of  the  laft  burthen  they  had  borne,  and  muft  go  away  with  this 
chilling,  this  mifcrablc  reflection,  that  he  was  voting  away  their 
property  upon  that  which  would  not  benefit  any  honeft  individual  in 
this  country. 

Mr.  JENKINSON  faid,  that  it  would  be  perfedtly  unnecefTaTy 
for  him  to  enter  fully  into  the  arguments  that  had  been  advanced  by 
the  honourable  gentleman  that  fpoke  laft.  Upon  all  that  had  fallen 
from  that  honourable  gentleman,  he  had  but  two  obfervations  to 
jnake.  Thefe  obfervations  would  occur  to  the  mind  of  every  gen- 
tleman :  they  were, 

I  ft,  Whether  tlie  campaign  had  or  had  not  been  fuccefsfiilf 
And, 

adly.  Whether,  if  the  campaign  had  not  been  fucccfsful,  blame 
was  or  M^s  not  to  be  imputed  to  the  feveral  officers  engaged  in  it  f 
or,  if  not,  Whether  mifcondud  was  or  was  not  to  be  attributed  to 
His  Majefty's  Minifters  ? 

It  could  not  be  called  in  qucftion,  or  for  a  moment  doubted, 
that  if  there  was  fuccefs,  it  was  a  proof  of  merit  in  Adminiftration. 
Were  the  exertions  diat  had  been  made  during  the  prefcnt  campaign 
fiirly  confidcred,  they  would  prove,  beyond  all  qucftion,  confidc- 
rablc  merit  in  the  condu(S  of  Minifters.  In  proof  of  this,  a  right 
hcnoarable  gentleman  (the  Secretary  at  War)  had  cjcarly  and  incon- 
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tdUbly  (hewn,  that  io>ooo  men  more  had  been  levied  during  the 
firft  year  of  the  prefcnt  campaign,  than  in  the  courTe  of  any  one  year 
in  any  former  war.  That  was  of  itfelf  a  ground  of  great  merit. 
With  refycA  to  the  operations  of  the  campaign,  and  coniidering  firft 
the  military  operationsi  there  Mras  not  the  leaft  doubt  but  that  they 
were  in  an  eminent  degree  fuccefsful.  Thcfe  operations  were  planned 
bjr  Government,  and  confequently  great  praife  was  due  to  Admini- 
Ibation.  It  then  remained  to  be  (hewn  were  blame  was  to  be  im- 
puted. 

The  firft  inftance  the  honourable  gentleman  (Major  Maitland) 
adduced  was,  the  failure  at  Dunkirk  ;  but  in  mentioning  this,  the 
honourable  gentleman  admitted,  that  Dunkirk  was  a  confidcrable 
dbjcS  for  diis  country.     The  honourable  gentleman  fcemed  to  apply 
his  greatcft  obje£tion  to  the  divifion  of  the  army  ;  but  did  the  ho- 
nourable gentleman  recoiled^,  that  it  was  impoftible  that  Mons  and 
Bruflels  could  have  been  fecured  from  the  attacks  of  the  French  till 
Qucfnoy  and  Maubeuge  had  been  reduced  ?      Did  the  honoiirable 
gcndcman  forget,  that,  under  thefe  circumftances,  if  the  attack  upon 
Dunkirk  had  been  delayed,  a  particular  feafon  of  the  year  would 
luvc  arrived,   that  would,    confidering  the  fituation  of  the  place, 
have  rendered  any  attempt  to  reduce  it,  frultlefs  and  abortive  ?  Thus 
far  the  political  objects  of  the  campaign  were  founded  in  policy  and 
wifdom.      In  the  firft  place,  the  honourable  gendeman  imputed 
blame  to  Minifters  for  laying  down  unwife  objefts  ;  and  in  the  next 
place,  the  honourable  gentleman  allowed  that  Dunkirk  was  a  great 
object  for  this  country.      In  the  failure  that  fucceeded,  unlcfs  the 
hmoarable  gentleman  could  ftiew  that  the  officers  who  had  been  ap- 
pointed to  command  in  the  profecution  of  that  objecS,  had  remon- 
ftratcd,  or  had  demanded  a  force  that  was  not  granted  to  them,  he 
made  out  nodiing.     If  upon  examination  it  ftiould  appear,  that 
theofiicers  had  fent  remonftrances  with  refpcdt  to  the  intended  attack 
upon  J^unkirk,  and  had  ftatcd,  that  from  the  force  that  was  deftined 
againft  it,  ill  fucccfs  was  likely  to  enfue,  then,  Indeed,  he  admitted 
that  Miniftry  would  be  highly  criminal.     But  he  was  perfeftly  cer- 
tain, that  if  any  fuch  remonftrance  had  been  made  with  refpeft  to 
the  impradttcability  of  the  plan,  from  the  knowledge  that  he  had  of 
Minifters,  it  would  undoubtedly  have  been  attended  to.     No  blame 
could  poftibly  attach  upon  his  Royal  Highncfs  the  Duke  of  York* 
He  vas  convinced  that  all  was  done  that  poflibly  could  be  done. 
But  was  it  to  be  fuppofed  that  no  expedition  was  to  fail  in  the  courfe 
of  the  war  ?     Confidering  the  great  fuperiority  of  force  on  the  part 
of  the  French,  it  was  not  to  be  wondered  at  that  our  troops  had  been 
compelled  to  yield.     The  army  had  been  divided  for  the  purpofe  of 
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attaining  two  gmnd  objects,  viz.  die  reduftion  of  Quefnoy,  and 
Dunkirk.      In  the  one  we  had  been  fucccfsful ;  in  the  odier  wc  h^d 
foiled.     With  refpedl  to  the  circumftancc  of  the  ordnance  ftores  noc 
being  ready  and  forwarded  In  due  time,  it  was  well  underftood^ 
that  if  the  ftores  had  been  fent  too  near  the  place  before  tlie  army  had 
japproached,  tliey  would  have  been  feizx^d.     No  difgrace  could  pof- 
fibly  arife  from  the  failure  of  the  expedition  agiinft  Donkirky   when 
It  was  recoUefted  what  a  fuperior  force  l\ad  been  brought  againft  the 
covering  army.     What  was  die  event  of  that  defeat  ?     W^hy,   in 
order  to  produce  it,  the  French  drew  their  forces  from  the  army  of 
the  Rhine  and  the  Mozellc.     The  fucccfsful  operations  that  follow- 
ed in  that  quarter  were  owing  to  that  circumftance.     The  honourable 
gentleman  found  great  fault  with  the  expedition  to  the  Weft  Indies  ; 
but  before  he  had  made  up  his  mind  upon  the  fubjefl,  it  would  have 
been  well  if  he  had  paid  a  little  attention  to  dates.     The  forces  tJur 
had  been  fent  out  were  not  for  the  purpofe  of  conquering,  but  of  tak- 
ing poffefllon  of  the  French  Weft- India  iflands.     At  the  period  that 
the  troops  were  fent  out,  the  Royal  party  had  poffeflion  of  die 
i^ands ;  but  in  the  interval  that  had  claplcd  between  their  {eWng 
out  and  dicir  arrival  at  the  place  of  dcftination,   a  revolution  took 
place,  and  the  democratic  party  had  gained  the  afcendancy.     When 
the  forces  arrived,  diis  was  a  circumftance  that  required  prudence 
and  difcretion  ;  the  General  at  firft  debarked  part  of  the  forces; 
but,  as  foon  as  it  was  found  that  no  fuccefs  was  likely  ultimately  to 
cnfue,  but  that,  on  the  contrar}^  a  great  number  of  the  men  rauft, 
were  the  objcdi  to  be  purfucd,  inevitably  have  perilhed,  he  rc-cm- 
barked  thcni  again.     This  was  the  efFcit  of  mere  accident,   and 
confcqucntly  no  blame  could  be  imputed  to  Adminiftration.     He  ad- 
mitted that  Toulon  was  certainly  an  obje^ft ;  but  at  the  fame  time  it 
was  not  to  be  coniidered  fo  great  an  acquifition  as  to  facrifice  the  op- 
portunit)"^  of  getting  pofleffion  of  the  French  Weft- India  iflands.     At 
that  period,  the  inliabitants  of  Lyons  were  adverfe  to  the  National 
Convention  of  France.     If  die  Lyonefe  could  have  held  out,  and 
been  fucccfsful,  TouJon  would  have  been  fecure.     But  that  was  not 
the  eafe ;  the  Lyonefe  were  overcome,  and  confcqucntly  a  confidc- 
rable  force  was  brought  againft  Toulon.     As  to  the  expedition  of 
die  Earl  of  Moira,  he  felt  himfelf  prepared  to  defend  it;  for  not- 
withftanding  what  had  been  faid  againft  it,  that  expedition  was  wife 
in  the  plan  of  it,  and  the  rcafon  why  it  had  not  been  tried,  and 
probably  why  it  would  not  have  been  fuccefeful,  was,  that  the  Roy- 
alifts  did  not  endeavour  to  gain  pofteflton  of  fea-ports,  previous  to 
which  it  would  have  been  impoffiblc  for  us  to  fend  a  fufHcient  force 
to  diat  country,    to  give  reafon  to  expect  fuccefs.     The  Royalilb 
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i!onc  were  to  blame,  the  fault  did  not  attach  to  the  Earl  of  Moira 
or  his  aimy.  He  concluded  with  obferving,  that  taking  the  whole 
campaign  in  one  view,  our  fucccfs  by  fea  and  land  had  been  at  leaft 
as  great  as  at  any  other  period  of  time.  No  blame  wzs  to  be  laid  to 
the  charge  of  cither  Miniftcrs,  officers,  or  men.  If  any  gentleman 
ihould  think  proper  to  move  for  an  inquiry,  that  would  be  the  time 
to  enter  fiilly  into  the  fubjcft. 

Mr.  DRAKE  fupported  the  motion  for  granting  the  cxtraordi- 
niry  forces,  although  he  would,  at  the  fame  time,  recommend  the 
increafing  our  navy.  We  (hould,  he  contended,  oppofe  all  our 
force  to  the  depraved  enthufiafm  of  the  French,  and  fulfil  thofe 
duties  to  our  country,  which  we  fo  magnanimoufly,  glorioufly,  and 
Engllihman-like,  had  undertaken  to  perform.  If  we  had  not  nowf 
in  our  hands  a  valuable  confidcration,  wc  had  a  valuable  fpecula- 
^on.  He  confidercd  this  as  a  juft,  neccffary,  and  moral  war,  and 
promifcd  to  give  it  a  difinterefted,  cordial,  patriotic,  zealous,  and 
dutiful  fupport.  He  admired  economy,  but  this  was  not  a  fubjed 
to  wKch  we  fhould  apply  it. 

Major  MAITLAND,  in  reply,  obfervcd,  that  he  complained 
•f  the  condudt  of  the  Cabinet,  and  he  was  anfwered  that  the  con- 
dud  of  the  Cabinet  was  wife  ;  but  he  again  faid  it  was  not  of  the 
Britiftt  Generals  or  the  Briti(h  troops  he  complained  ;  he  believed 
ihcy  had,  and  he  believed  they  would  do  their  duty,  but  they  had 
been  placed  in  a  (ituation  where  their  merit  could  be  but  of  little 
ufc  to  their  country.  He  ftill  maintained  that  the  whole  of  the 
campaign  was  difgraceful  to  us,  in  confequence  of  tlie  conduiSt  of 
Minifters. 

Mr.  HUSSEY  faid,  he  could  not  give  Miniftcrs  the  credit  the/ 
tlaimed  for  their  exertions  in  military  levies.  His  wifties  were 
not  fi>r  conqueft,  but  for  a  fafe  and  honourable  termination  of  the 
war  in  which  we  had  unfortunately  been  involved.  The  Minifter 
himfelf  had  called  for  the  vigilance  of  the  Houfc  with  refpedl  to  the 
expenditure  of  public  money.  Was  not  the  diredtion  of  the  force 
for  which  money  was  voted,  a  fubjcdt  equally  important,  and  over 
which  the  Houfe  ought  to  be  equally  vigilant  ?  He  was  fick  of  the 
war  on  the  Continent,  in  which,  he  was  pcrfuadcd,  every  exertion, 
as  far  as  we  were  concerned,  muft  ultimately  fail.  He  called  uport. 
the  right  honourable  gentleman  at  the  head  of  Adminiftration,  to 
tell  the  Houfe  and  the  country,  diftini^ly,  what  was  the  objcd  he 
hoped  to  obtain  by  perlevcring  in  the  war  on  the  Continent,  and 
what  probnbility  there  was  of  obtaining  that  objcdt  ? 

Ivord  FIELDING  replied  to  Mr.  Jenkinfon's  propofition,  that 
the  Generak  who  commanded  tlic  expedition  againll  Dunkirk,  .hav- 
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ing  made  no  remonftrance  that  the  means  afForded  them  -were  ina- 
dequate,  Minifters  were  therefore  exempt  from  bbme.  What  au- 
thority had  the  honourable  gentleman  for  faying  that  the  Generals 
were  fatisfied  with  the  means  promifed  them,  or  that  all  the  means 
had  been  afforded  which  were  proniifcd  r 

Mr.  JENKINSON  faid  he  did  not  mean  that  Generals  were 
anfwerahle  for  all  the  details  of  every  operation  they  undertook, 
much  lefs  if  Government  ncglefled  to  furnifti  them  with  all  die  aid 
that  was  promifed  ? 

Captain  BERKELEY  faid  the  army  eftimates  being  the  fubjecl 
of  the  debate^  he  was  not  prepared  to  fpeak  on  the  ordnance.  To 
one  remark,  however,  he  could  give  an  anfwer.  If  his  infenmation 
was  right,  the  ordnance  for  tlic  fiege  of  Dunkirk  was  required  to  be 
at  the  place  of  its  dellination  between  the  2  ift  and  24th  qf  Augufl, 
and  it  did  arrive  on  tlie  24th.  He  was  fony  that  Sir  Charles  Grey, 
whofe  force  was  reprefented  as  inadequate,  was  deprived,  by  the 
campaign  in  the  Houfe  of  Commons,  of  the  fervices  of  an  officer 
(Major  Maitland)  whofe  talents  might  have  contributed  fo  much  to 
the  fuccefs  of  the  campaign  in  the  Weft  Indies. 

Mr.  Chancellor  PITT.     I  feel  it  incumbent  upon  me  to  deli- 
ver my  fentiments  on  the  prcfent  occafion,  in  confequence  of  the  very 
pointed  application  made  to  me  by  the  honourable  gentleman  (Mr. 
Huffey.)     I  muft  at  the  fame  time  remark,  that  to  the  immediate 
fubjedi  of  difcuffion  no  oppofition  has  been  made,  and  that  in  fact 
there  is  no  queftion  now  before  the  Houfe.     The  different  fubjecls 
which  have  been  introduced,  I  muft,  however,  grant,  form  very 
fair  topics  of  converfation  in  the  prefent  moment.     It  will  be  unnc- 
ceffary  for  me  to  advert  at  length  to  what  has  been  faid  by  the  ho- 
nourable gentleman  (Major  Maidand)  of  the  condud  of  the  cam- 
paign.    He  has  promifed,  at  a  fubfcqucnt  period,  to  bring  forward 
the  different  expeditions  as  matter  of  feparate  difcuffion.     It  will 
then  be  afcertaincd  whether  there  appears  on  the  face  of  thefe  expe- 
ditions any  thing  fufficient  to  form  fubjeft  of  fufpicion  or  afford 
ground  for  cenfure,  or  whether,  in  fine,  the  mifcondui^  can   be 
proved  to  be  fo  great  as  to  demand  the  removal  of  Minifters,  from  a 
fituadon  to  which  they  have  fhewn  thcmfclves  wholly  inadequate. 
An  honourable  gentleman  applies  to  me  exprefsly  to  declare  what 
are  my  objedls  in  the  future  profecution  of  the  war ;  and  whether  I 
have  any  expcdladons  of  fuccefs  from  the  operations  of  a  land  army } 
That  rcfpeiSbble  gentleman  cannot  furely  cxped  fairly,  that  I 
fhould  enter  on  the  prefent  occafton  into  any  minute  detail  of  the 
intended  plan  of  future  operations.     I  (hall  only  moft  decidedly 
Aate.  that  if  wc  arc  deiirous  to  make  thofc  exertions  whidi  mav  lead 
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to  that  object,  for  which  the  honourable  gentleman  profcfTes  him- 
fclf  fo  great  an  advocate,  dn  honourable  ahd  advantageous  peace ;  if 
A*  e  arc  deiirous  to  diAroy  that  infernal  fyftem,  which  menaced  in 
its  progrefs  the  independence  of  this  country,  and  flic  frcedcm  of 
the  whole  of  Europe ;  if,  I  fay,  we  are  defirous  of  cither  of  thcfe 
ciajeds,  mere  riaval  exertions  krc  not  fufficient  againft  a  country  not 
p^CTcinng  the  command  of  the  fea,  nor  formidable  from  its  maritime 
ptrwcr,  nor  dofuch  exertions  promife  much  advantage  when  directed 
againft  a  country  which  is  fatisfied  voluntarily  to  annihilate  its  own 
cxmimerce^     What,  I  afk,  were  the  grounds  of  that  danger  to  this 
cnuntiT,  arid  to  the  vfholc  of  Europe,  which  the  prefcnt  war  was  in- 
tcndsixi  to  avert  ?      Did  they  not  arife  from  the  encio  ichments  of  a 
French  army,  from  tHe  inroads  made  on  the  quarter  of  the  Rhine  i 
I  talk  not  now  of  their  ufiirpations  in  the  South-     Did  they  not  arife 
from  their  forcible  poffdTiori  of  the  Netherlands,  fix)m  their  invafiori 
•>t  Holland  r      If  fuch  then  were  the  grounds  of  the  danger,  will 
any  man  tell  me  that  this  country  is  fufficiently  protected  merely  by 
a  naval  force  ?     Will  ariv  inan  tell  me,  that  if  we  fufFcr  a  FrencK 
army  to  feize  important  pofts,  to  occupy  the  Netherlands,  to  take 
poffeflion  of  Hollajid,  arid  on  the  other  hand  to  extend  the  progrefs 
of  their  arms  to  the  coafts  of  the  Mediterranean,  that  we  do  not  ha-* 
zard  confequerices  equally  injurious  to  our  commerce  and  maritime 
power,  as  to  our  national  dignity  arid  independence  ?     To  prevent 
fuch  erKroachments,  arid  fuch  an  extenfiori  of  territory  ort  the  part  of 
Fnncc,  is,  I  afHrm,  as  much  an  objcdl  to  Great  Britain  as  to  Au- 
ftria,  which,  from  the  lituation  of  its  dominions,  feems  to  be  the 
pAsrcr  nvift  immediately  concerried.     Even  the  yery  failures  and 
dllappolntments  expericrKci  in  the  courfe  of  the  laft  campign  ;  ai 
cimpaign^  which,  however,  upon  the  Vvhole,  1  affert  to  have  been 
fucceisful  for  this  country;  thefe  failures  and  difappointments  fo 
much  infifted  upon  by  the  horiourable  gentleman  on  the  other  fide, 
afford,  perhaps,  the  ffrongeft  arguments  for  the  rieceflity  of  an  ad- 
rfiriori  to  our  larid  forces.     What  was  the  great  fource  of  the  failures 
and  checks  which  took  place  in  the  operations  of  the  campaign  }  Did 
tiicj'  not  proceed  almoft  in  every  inftancc  from  the  want  of  an  ade- 
quate force  to  cover  ari  extended  line  of  territory,  and  in  a  conteffc 
where  you  were  oppofed  by  numbers  fo  grtatly  fuperior,  where  you 
had  to  contend  not  only  with  ari  army,  but  with  an  armed  nation^ 
If,  indeed,  as  an  horiourable  gentleman  has  infinuated,   there  ia 
rca(bn  to  doubt  whether  in  our  prefcnt  circumftances  any  force  wHl 
be  fufficient  to  enfure  fuccefs,  there  remains  for  ug  nothing  but  a 
tntlancholy  profpe<5t  of  dcfpair,  if  our  courage  has  fo  totally  forfakcn 
Ds  as  to  foibid  any  farther  attempt,  wd  our  prudence  has  foriakea 
Voi.XXXYIL  Mnv. 
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US  along  with  our  courage,  fo  that  wc  arc  now  contented  to  fit  dowri 
without  making  any  preparation,  and  thus  confcfs  ourfclves  at  xh< 
mercy  of  the  enemy,  then  is  our  (ituation  dcfperate  indeed.      But  i  | 
tlie  country  are  in  general  of  a  very  different  way  of  thinking,  if  the^ 
have  not  yet  entirely  loft  their  courage  and  their  hopes,  they  wiil 
jierfevere  in  tlic  conteft  widi  increafing  vigour,  and  look  forward 
with  confidence,  to  the  effe<S  of  thofe  greater  exertions,  which  wti 
have  yet  in  our  power  to  make.      If  in"  the  laft  campaign,   30,00a 
men,  on  the  part  of  this  country,  added  to  the  combined  armies, 
were  found  infufficient,  ought  there  therefore  to  have  been  none  ? 
Let  mc  afk,.  whether  the  interefts  of  this  country  would  have  been 
better  confulted,  by  having  no  army  at  all  employed  on  the  Ccnii- 
ncnt  ?     I  am  now  a(ked,  what  are  our  hopes  of  fuccefs  frc^ni  tliti 
events  of  another  pampaign  ?      If,   notwithftanding  the  difllcultics, 
which  wx  had  to  encounter,  znd  the  difadvantages  under  which  w  e 
laboured  at  the  commencement  of  the  war,  wc  atchicvcd  a  ccx  tain 
degree  of  fuccefs  in  the  firft  campaign,   may  we  not  reafonably  enter- 
tain much  better  pr<3fi)e£ts  from  the  iflue  of  a  fecond  ?     Starting, 
as  we  (hall  do,  with  greater  exertions,  may  we  not  expe6l  to  make 
a  more.iapid  progrefs  to  the  attainment  of  our  ultimate  end?      An 
honourable  gentleman  has  indeed  afferted,  that  we  are  in  a  worle 
fituation  at  Xlie  end  than  we  were  at  die  beginning  of  the  campaign. 
How  far  will  f?i<Ss  bear  out  this  alTcrtiori?     The  Netherlands,  then 
*in  tlie  poffeflion  of  France,  are  n<5w  reftored  to  the  natural  domini- 
on  of  Auftria.      Hollanti,  at  that  time  invaded,  is  now  protc<5lcd  by 
ftrong  armies  interpofing  a  formiilablc  barrier  to  that  power  by  which 
it  was  direatened  to  be  over-run  ;  and  the  combined  armies  are  ac- 
tually in  poffeffion  of  fevcral  fortified  frontier  towns  belonging  to  die 
enemy.      What,    likcwifc,  is  the  comparative  iituadon  of  force  f 
You  were  then  driven  into  war  widi  a  diminiflied  peace  cftablifh- 
mcnt.     You  have  now  85,000  fcamen  voted,  of  whom  75,000 
are  at  prefent  borne  and  muftered.     You  have  made  an  addition  to 
your  army  of  above  30,000  men.     You  have  in  your  pay  a  confi- 
derable  number  of  auxiliar)'  troops — a  force  which  at  the  commence- 
ment of  the  war  had  no  exiflence.     You  have  dius,  both  from  the 
fituation  in  which  you  ftand  with  refpeft  to  the  enemy,  and  from  the 
incrcalcd  means  which  you  poffefs  to  carry  on  die  conteft,  the  xnoft 
flattering  profpecSs  of  final  fuccefs. 

I  do  not  conceive  it  neceffary  to  go  farther  into  particulars,  as  I 
am  of  opinion  that,  upon  general  grounds  and  principles,  the  queftion 
which  was  put  to  me  is  now  fully  anfwered.  As  I  am  now, 
however,  upon  my  legs,  there  arc  fome  other  points  which  have 
been  introduced  into  tiie  difcufllon  upon    which  it  may  not  be  ainiik 
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to    touch  briefly.     My  honourable  frend  (Mr.   Jenkinfon]  ftated, 
that  if  an  oflker  cntrufted  with  the  care  of  an  expedition  did  not  rc- 
montftrate  againft  the  fervicc,  or  complain  of  not  being  fornifhed 
^ti\  adequate  means,  no  part  of  the  blame  accruing  from  an  enter- 
piirc  was  imputable  to  Mlnifters.      This  point  in  my  opinion  he 
fbkted  too  ftrorgly,  nor  .  would  I  wifh  on  any  fuch  ground  to  claim 
exiCiTipdon  from  ccnfure.      I  think  that  he  would  have  exprefled 
liiTTifclf  more  corredly ,  if  he  had  ftated  that  Minifters  and  Officers 
cntrufted  with  the  execution,  arc  jointly  refponfible  for  the  failure, 
if  it  (hall  turnout,  upon  inveftigatbn,  that  the  pmjed  -mis  incon- 
fidciably  adopted,  ai)d  the  force  emplo}  cd  inadequate  to  the  end. 
As  to  any  particular  details,  I  conceive  it  to  be  matter  of  verj^  dif- 
ti  cul  and  nice  difcuffion,  to  enter  into  the  minutiae  of  the  various 
operations  occurring  in  an  extenfive  campaign.     In  thefe  operations, 
Minifters  and  officers  muft  neceflFarily  be  blended.     Whatever  plans 
TTiight  be  concerted,  the  execution  could  only  be  regulated  by  con- 
tingencies.     Whatever  obje<fts  Mihifters  might  fuggcft  as  eligible, 
the  means  by  which  diey  couW  be  acquired  could  only  be  pointed 
out  by  thofc  who  pofleffed  the  advantages  of  profeflional  (kill  and 
local  information.     But  when  the  honourable  Gentleman  ftated  the 
dicumftance,  that  the  expedition  againft  Dunkirk  was  undertaken 
againft  the  opinion  of  the  illuftrious  Perfonage  who  conduced  it,  ot  of 
the  other  commanders,  either  as  to  the  force  that  might  be  adequate, 
or  as  to  the  effbft  it  might  produce  on  the  general  plan  of  operations, 
he  ftated  precifely  what  was  not  the  feci.     As  to  the  policy  of  the 
expedition  againft  Dunkirk,   I  will  reft  it  exaSly  upon  the  ground 
ftated  by  the  honourable  gentleman.      Its  pofl'effion  was  in  every 
goint  of  view  defirable.      If  we  were  to  carry  on  war  in  Flanders, 
Dunkirk  was  certainly  a  place  of  confiderable  importance,  both  to 
this  country  and  to  our  allies:  but  I  certainly  did  not  ratq  the  im- 
portance of  fuch  an  acquifition  fo  high  as  to  have  made  it  ^  priocipal 
objed  of  the  campaign,  as  I  conceived  that  it  would  not  occupy 
much  time,  require  a  greater  force  than  was  a£hially  employed  in 
the  expedition,  nor  interfere  with  other  eflfential  operations.     I  do 
not  ftirink  from  the  fmalkft  part  of  the  refponfibility  attendant  on 
this  undertaking.      I  admit  that  I  had  a  confiderable  (hare  in  ad- 
vifing  it ;    becaufe  I  confidered  it  as  an  enterprize,  that  in  the  cir- 
cumftances  of  its  outfet  afforded  every  profped  of  fuccefs,  without 
involving  a  degree  of  rifque  greater  than  the  value  of  the  objeft. 
The  honourable  gentleman  has  ftated,  that  he  means  to  make  tills 
apcdition  a  fubjeft  of  enquiry.     When  he  (hall  think  proper  to 
come  forward  for  this  purpofe  I  (hall  certainly  ftate  my  objcftions 
to  any  enquiry  being  inftituted ;  beciufe,  as  I  (hall  then  attempt  to 
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IJicw,  there  exids  upon  the  face  of  the  tranfaciion*  no  prcfumpri 
to  juftify  fuch  an  enquiry ;    and  hecaufc,    in  the  circumftanccs  i 
which  we  are  placed,  an  inveftigation  of  that  nature  might  be  pr 
dudive  of  much  inconvenience  and  mifchief.      If  I  conceived 
I  had  given  a  wrong  advice,    I  (hould  have  had  no  hclitation 
avow  it.     jfowever  I  might  be  fuppofed  to  reget  the  confcqucnc 
J  (hould  certainly  feel  no.fliame  \n  avowinj  my  error.      It  can  to 
fleft  no  ihame  to  have  been  deceived  with  refp^cl  to  tlic    fu<x:cfs 
a  tranfH^lion,  which  depended  upon  a  variety  of  doubtful  coitibinai 
tions.    \Vith  refpccl  to  the  expedition  againfl  Dunkirk^  I  can  onl^ 
fay,  that  if  placed  in  the  fame  fituation  with  the  fame  means  of  judge- 1 
ing,  as  when  I  firft  advjfcd  that  mcafure,  I  (bould  have  no  hclita- 
tion to  adi  again  exactly  in  tlie  fame  manner.      If  I  could,  indeed, 
have  forcfecn  what,  in  the  firft  inftance,  it  was  impofli^le  to  forfcc, 
the  time  which  the  undertaking  would  have  cunfumed,  or  the  LnW 
menfc  fprce  which  the  enemy  \^uld  have  been  enabled  to  bring  to 
that  quarter,  the  cafe  would  then  have*  been  entirely  different.     The 
honourable  gentleman  has  afcribcd  the  failure  of  that  expedition  to 
two  caufes,  the  delay  in  feding  gufn-boats,  and  the  deficiency  of  the 
ordnance.  '   As  to  the  noble  perfon  at  the  head  of  the  ordnance,   I 
can  only  fay,  that  oh  his  part  no  excrti<>n  was  wanting  neccffary  to 
fecurc  the  fuccefs  of  the  undertaj^ing.      It^  becomes  unncccifary  for 
me  to  enter  into  particular5  as  to  the  dates  when  the  ordnaiK:e  was 
demanded,  and  at  which  it  arrived  :  thefe  have  been  already  ftatcd 
by  an  honourable  gentleman  (Captain  perkelcy,)    As  to  the  dcby  of 
fending  the  gun-boats,  if  the  honourable  gentleman  conceiv«rs  that 
thefe  could  have  had  any  effc<ft  oh  the  fuccefs  of  the  expedition,  he 
has,  in  this  i;iftance,  a  very  different  idea  of  their  importance  from 
that  which  is  generally  entertained.     There  was  but  one  circum- 
Aance  which  led  to  the  rai.fing  of  that  ficgc  ;  It  was  the  circum- 
ftancc  of  the  covering  army  hot  being  aljle  to  ftand  its  ground  aj^inft 
the  fuperior  force  of  the  enemy,  and  to  retain  thofc  extcnfivc  pofts 
which  were  neccffary,  in  order  to  carry  on  the  IJcge.      It  was  from 
the  fituation  of  the  forces  of  Marftial  Frcytag,  and  not  from  any 
circumftanccs  in  which  the  befieging  army  were  placed,  that  it  became 
rieccffary  to  abandon  the  attempt.    -  His  Royal  Highnefs  the  Duke 
of  York  found  it  matter  of  prudence  tend  duty  to  retreat  from  an  un- 
dertaking in  which  he  could  not  perfift,  without  expofing  his  troops 
to  the  moft  imminent  danger  from  the  preifure  of  a  force  immcnfcly 
luperior  in  number.  '  And  furely  there  arc  moments,  when,  in  the 
ardour  of  youth,  to  have  the  manlinefs  to  renounce  a  favourite  of- 
je<S,  proved  to  be  attainable  only  at  a  pri^c  above  its  worth,  d^ 
covers  no  common  degree  of,  merit.     As  to  the  other  operations  of 
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|hc  campaign,  ftill  avoiding  to  enter  into  any  minute  military  details, 
I  confcfs  that  I  have  no  objedtion  to  difqufs  them  one  by  one,  and 
taking  together  all  the  circumftances,  to  come  to  the  general  iffuc, 
whether  from  the  rcfult  of  tlie  whole  there  fliould  be  found  merit  qr 
demerit  to  attach  to  the  conduiSt  of  Muiiftcrs. 

On  the  buli^cfs  of  Touloi>,  an  honourable  gentleman  has  Rated 
that  there  was  a  total  dtificiciicy  of  exertion,  and  that  from  the 
whole  of  the  tranfaclion,  the  country'  has  reaped  nothing  but  dif- 
gnce.  When  the  honourable  gentkmau  examines  all  the  circum- 
ftances of  thai  tranfajfition,  he  will  be  better  able  to  judge,  and  per- 
haps difpofed  to  a  niorc  favourable  dcpifion  with  refj)cdt  to  the  rcfulc 
The  only  circumfbnce  upon  which  he  grounds  Jiis  charge  of  defi- 
ciency in  point  of  exprtion  is,  that  the  troops  dertlncd  for  the  Weft- 
India  expedition  ought  to  have  be^n  emplojxd  in  th?t  quarter. — ;• 
When  the  Weft-India  expedition  was  planned,  from  tjie  views  wc 
then  eiitcrtainod  with  refpc(£l  to  Toulon,  we  had  no  reafon  to  believe 
that  there  would  be  any  deficiency  of  force.  Wc  did  not  think  our- 
fclvcs  juftlficd  in  abandonifig  cur  profpe(^s  of  fuccefs  in  the  Weft . 
Indies :  whatever  may  be  the  iflue  of  thefe  profpeds,  in  one  refpefl 
at  icaft  my  opinion  will  not  be  altered  ;  no  failure  of  fuccefs,  I  am 
afliircd,  will  be  imputable  to  aqy  want  of  diligencd,  gallantry,  or 
(kill  on  the  part  of  the  Coniman<ljers  entrufted  widi  the  care  of  tha^; 
expedition.  The  honourable  gentleman  has  thought  proper  to  fup- 
pofc,  that  t)CC4uic  tbe  force,  originally  deftincd  for-the  Weft  Indices*, 
has  been  diminifhed^  th^t  the  force  \)ow  employed  is  inadequate. 
He  forgets,  that  with  a  change  of  objciSs,  or  circumftances,  there 
ought  likewife  to  be  a  change  with  rcfped  to  the  dcftination  of  force, 
and  that  the  c^uinftanQ^  of  hayinc  allotted  a  greater  force  in  tl\fi 
firft  inftance,  is  no  proof  either  that  the  force  originally  deftined  was 
too  great,  or  t^iat  it  has  now  become  inadequate,  in  confequcnce  of 
its  diminution.  The  laft  expedition,  namely,  that  of  Lord  Moira, 
has  not  efcaped  the  animadvcrfion  of  the  honourable  gentleman.-^ 
He  admits,  that  the  circumftance  of  its  not  having  taken  place,  can 
rctfcd  no  imputation  on  the  character  of  that  gallant  officer ;  yef 
he  promi(es  to  bring  forward,  at  fome  future  period,  a  prppofition 
to  difcufs  the  merit  or  demerit  of  having  intended  an  expeditbn,  the 
objcd  of  which  was  never  explained,  and  which  was  not  even  at- 
tempted to  be  carried  into  execution.  When  he  eomes  forward  to 
difcufs  this  queftion,  I  ihall  endeavour  to  prove  that  the  nature  of 
this  expedition  was  fuch,  that  no  preparations  could  have  taken  place 
(uoner  than  they  adually  did,  or  could  have  been  delayed  to  a  later 
period,  without  the  moft  criminal  neglect  on  the  part  of  Minifters  ; 
2nd  that  the  circumftances  from  which  the  expedition  was  retarded^ 
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were  fuch  as  it  was  entirely  impoflTible  to  have  forcfecn.     I  have 
only  one  more  remark   to  add  to  what  I  have  already  faid.      An 
honourable  gentleman  remarked,,  that  no  credit  had  been  gained  to 
the  Britifh  arms  at  Toulon.      I  affirm,  that  both  in  the  acquifition, 
in  the  defence,  and  in  the  evacuation,  of  tliat  place,  the  three  ftages 
of  that  tranfaflion,  great  and  eminent  merit  belongs  to  the  Britifh 
officers,  and  to  thofe  under  tl  cir  command.     On  this  fubjcdl   I 
fpcak  with  Itfs  referve,  bccaufe  there  is  only  one  part  of  the  expedi- 
tion fiom  wliich  Miniftcrs  can  claim  any  merit.     There  were  two 
circumftanccs  to  which  muft  be  afcribed  the  fucctfs  of  the  expedition, 
the  cyccllcnt  etjuipmcnt  of  the  fleet,  and  the  galbnt  conduct  of  tl;c 
Commanders  \  ii,  in  all  the  circumftanccs  of  difadvantagc  experi- 
enced at  the  commenctmentof  the  war,  the  fleet  had  not  been  the 
bcft  appointed  that  ever  failed  from  a  Britifh  port,  Toulon  never 
eould  have  been  blocked  up,  at  a  time  when  the  fleet  of  the  cnciwy 
was  fuf  erior  in  num.bcr  of  fliips.     In  the  exertions  made  in  the  de- 
fence of  the  place,  the  greateft  g?llantr)'  was  difplaycd,  apd  I   am 
aftoniflied,  indeed,  that  a  member  of  the  Britifh  army  fliould  ftate 
that  from  a  tranfadion,  in  which  fo  fmall  a  proportion  of  Britifh 
trcops  acquitted  themfelves  with  fuch  f^gnal  bravery,  nothing  had 
redounded  but  difgrace.     Of  tlie  evacuation,  all  the  circumflanres 
are  not  yet  fully  known.     In  order,  however,  to  cflimate  the  diffi- 
culties which  were  to  be  encountered  in  executing  this  laft  meafure,  rt 
is  only  to  be  confidered,  that  a  great  town  was  to  be  evacuated  ; 
lliat  a  ccnfidcrable  garrifon  was  to  he  withdrawn  ;  that  the  inhsM- 
tants,  who  were  in  a  flate  of  difmay,  were  to  be  kept  tranquil ;  and 
that  to  the  cmlaikation  of  the  troops  \\as  to  be  added  likev.ifc  the 
embarkation  of  as  many  of  the  inhabitants  as  chofe  to  quit  the  place : 
when  it  was  to  be  confidered  that  all  this  was  to  be  the  %York  of  a 
moment,  in  tlic  face  of  an  enemy,  and  at  a  moment  trxi  when  that 
enemy  were  gaining  advantages  ;  and  when  it  was  confidered  too 
that  this  evacuation,  in  all  thefe  circumftanccs,  tcok  place  without 
the  lofs  of  one  man,  and  that  at  the  fame  time  the  moft  fignal  blow 
was  given  to  the  power  of  the  enemy,  which  it  had  ever  experienced ; 
after  all  tliis,  it  was  to  be  decided  whether  this  was  to  be  fet  de>wn 
as  a  tranfaflion,  from  Mhich  nothing  had   redounded  but  difgrace. 
Thofe  M'ho  knew  what  would  be  the  trouble  of  a  com.mon  embark- 
ation, upon  the  Thames,  of  a  number  of  pcrfons  equal  to  the  tTtx}r$ 
and  inhabitants  of  Toulon,  might  form  feme  idea  of  the  difficult)*  of 
an  evacuation  protrafted  to  the  laft  m»oment,  and  cfFedkd  in  circum- 
ftanccs fo  critical  and  perilous,  and  of  the  merit  of  thofe  who  had 
conduced  it  in  fo  mafterlv  a  manner,     That  fuch  a  tranfadiorx 
ihould  be  defcribed  by  the  honourable  gentleman  as  produdivc  onll* 
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ofdifgracc,  will  certainly,  if  reported,  fail  to  giin  credit,  and  can 
be  believed  only  by  thofe  who  have  been  witneffes  of  this  debate- 
There  arc  fomc  other  topics  upon  which,  as  they  will  form  the  fub- 
jcd  of  future  difcufTion,  I  fhall  not  enlarge  at  prcfent.  Indeed  I 
have  already  gofic  to  much  greater  length  than  I  intended  when  I 
firll  rofe  ;  but  the  particular  manner  in  which  I  was  called  upon  to 
deliver  my  fentiments,  and  the  intercft  w^hich  I  muft  always  take 
in  this  fubje<£l,  will,  I  tnift,  fufEciendy  plead  my  apology  with  the 
Houfe. 

Sir  JAMES  MURRAY  fuid,  the  honounible  gentleman  (Cap- 
tain'Berkeley)  was  mifmformed  with  rcfpcdl  to  the  arrival  of  the 
ordnance .fv>r  the  ficgc  of  punkirk.  It  ought  to  have  arrived  betweca 
die  20th  and  2  2d  of  Auguft,  and  it  did  not  arrive  till  the  26th  ot  * 
a^di.  The  loft  fuibined  bv  the  fire  of  the  French  sun-boats,,  was 
not  fuch  as  had  been  reported,  and  had  no  material  effcdl  in  raUing 
the  ficgc.  The  enemy,  rK)twidiftanding  the  fupport  tlicy  might  ex- 
pect from  their  gun-bc>ats,  were  always  dri\yen  back  into  the  town  as 
often  as  they  attempted  a  fally.  The  fole  caufe  of  raifing  the  fiqgc 
was  the  defeat  of  the  covering  army  by  a  fuperior  force,  an  accident 
that  has  happened  to  an  anny  more  numerous,  and  to  the  beft  dif- 
ciplincd  troops  in  Europe.  Tlie  retreat  was  made  in  the  beft  order, 
although  in  the  night,  and  notliing  left  that  it  was  poflTible  to  bring 
away.  The  refolution  to  retreat  was  taken,  and  the  orders  givea 
in  the  nwft  cool  and  deliberate  manner,  by  the  Duke  of  York  ; 
and  by  the  difpofitions  made  after  it,  the  French  were  repulfed  at 
Yprcs,  Menin  was  retaken,  aivJ  Weft  Flanders  faved.  He  agreed 
that  the  great  theatre  of  war  was  at  Maubeuge  and'  C^efnoy,  for  on 
tliat  part  of  the  frontier  it  was  that  a  ftrong  and  effcdual  imprcflion 
muft  be  made. 

Mr.  FOX  faid,  that  although  a  future  difcuITion  was  promifcJ, 

tec  were  fome  fentiments  delivered  on  which  he  muft  remark  while 

thcy^ere  fre(h  in  the  memory  of  the  Houfe.      He  agreed  perfectly 

with  the  hboDurable  gentleman  (Mr.  HulTey)  who  had  opened  the 

difcuflion,  on  tlie  propriety  of  the  time  he  had  chofen  for  making 

his  obfervatioii, .  as  well  as  on  the  propriety  of  the  obfcrvations  he 

lad  made-      According  to  the  beft  pradice  of  die  beft  times  it  was 

ftricUy  in  order  to  conlider  the  ability  of  Minifters  to  direci  to  tlie 

rooft  beneficial  eiFedt  that  force  which  thev  were  voting  the  monev  of 

their  conftituents  to  pay.     He  was  glad  to  find  gentlemen  on  the 

*^^  fide  of  the  Houfe  fo  pleafcd  as  they  profelfed  to  be  with  die 

fiieccflcs  of  the  campaign.      If  it  were  poffible  to  talk  with  levity  of 

a  fituation.  of  Europe,   which  he  confidered  as  highly  difaftrous,  and 

«wc  alarming  than  difaftrous,  he  fluuld  congratuLite  the  Houfe  on. 
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tfie  iflue  of .  a  campaign  with  which  all  parties  engaged  in  it  were 
pleafcd.     We  extolled  thefucccfs  of  our  armies  ;  fo  did  the  French 
that  of  theirs;     We  applauded  the  evacuation  of  Toulori  as  a  mod 
fortunate  evertt ;    thd  French  celebrated  the  fame  event  by  public 
feftivals — -So  that  Miniftcrs  and  they  might  meet  and  join  in  a  com- 
mon jubilee.     Unfortunately  for  him,  he  could  not  participate  in 
thefe  rejoicings,  while  he  faw  Europe  brbught  into  a  fituatioii  me- 
lancholy and  afRiding  to  every  man  wha  retained  the  leaft  fpark  of 
Jufticc  or  humanity.      From  the  time  at  whicK  Parliament  w^^  pro- 
iogue<i,    when  the  advantages  we  had  obtaiited   were  fet  forth  in 
terms  as  boaftful  as  thev  could  well  bear,  we  had  fecn  little  fiicccfs 
and  much  defeat.     When  he  fuw  that  all  the  latter  part  of  the  cam- 
paign had  b(ien  uniformly  imfuccefsful ;  wlien  the  fucceffes  of  the 
early  part,  inftead  of  condddling^  as  might  have  been  crxpci^cd,   to 
rtew  fucceffes,  had  only  led  to  difafter  arid  difgrace^  \i^  aujgured  but 
111  of  the  future;  as  in  fuch  circumftances  every  rational  marr  muft 
augur.     He  could  neither  agree  with  the  honourable  gerirtenian, 
nor  with  the  Chancellor  of  the  Excheqi^r  who  colrcdteci  him  on  die 
fubjetSl  of  refponfibility,  which  inftead  of  lying  whdly  with  Gene- 
ials  or  jointly  on  Generals  and  Minifters^  lay  wholly  vk*ith  Minifters 
in  the  firft  inftaricci.     There  %vnsy  or  ought  to  be,  a  military  mani 
Ihthc  Cabinet,  airid  hefuppofcd  the  Commander  in  Chief  held  that 
iituation  now,  on  whofc  information  and  advice,   Minifters  were  to 
ciccide  both  on  the  pro}>riety  of  urtdcrtaking  expeditions  **nd  the  force 
tequifite  for  the  expedition.     They  nhiiglit  liave  much  information 
refpe(Siing  which  the  officer  appointed  to  coinmand  in  any  expedition 
fnight  be  ignorant,  confequently  they,  and  not  he^  were  tr>  judge  of 
the  force  neceffary,  and  his  acceptance  of  a  Command  with  an  ina- 
dequate force,  was  no  juftification  for  them.      If  he  knew  in  that 
Houfe,  that  an  officer  had  mifdonduclcd  the  force  entrufted  to  him, 
;ind  he  hoped  no  man  would  be  fo  luicandid  as  to  fuppofe  what  he 
(aid  to  have  any  particular  application,  he  would  charge  Minifters 
with  the  blame  in  the  firft  inftance,  bccaufe  it  was  their  duty  to  em- 
ploy none  but  proper  perfons.     When  they  were  put  upon  their  de- 
fence, they  might  (hew  reafons  for  the  choice  they  had  made,  and 
in  proportion  to  the  validity  of  thofe  reafons,  would  they  be  excul- 
pated*    He  did  riot  pretend  to  krkjw  whether  the  ComnianKier  in 
Chief  of  the  combined  arrnVj  and  the  illuftrious  Prince  who  com- 
manded tlie  troops  ferit  agatnft  Dunkirk,  approved,  or  difapproveJ 
of  the  expedition.     But  this  he  knew,  that  if,  on  the  general  in- 
quiry into  the  bufinefs,  it  fliould  appear  that  it  was  undertaken  con- 
trary to  the  judgement  of  fuch  profeflional  men,  the  circumftancc 
would  -form  a  (h-ong  aggravation  of  tlie  charge  againft  Miniftei^ 
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The  right  honourable  gentleman  faid,  the  defence  of  Touloii 
was  not  to  fupcrccde  the  expedition  to  the  Weft  Indies.     In  one 
poiat  of  view*,  the  defence  of  Toulon  was  paramount  to  the  capture 
cf  all  the  Weft-India  iflartds,  namely,  in  order  to  preferve  the 
faith  of  the  nation  folemnly  pledged  to  the  inhabitants,  who  had 
put  th<3mfclvcs  under  our  proteftion.     We  entered  Toulon  by  trea- 
ly,  not  by  conqueft,  ?»8  the  ally  of  Louis  XVII.  in  oonjundion 
%ixh  the  King  of  Spain,  to  whom  the  place  was  as  much  furrender- 
cd  as  to  us,  and  on  exprefs  condition  of  reftoring  to  the  inhabitants 
who  admitted  us,  what  they  called  their  Conftitution  of  1 789,  al- 
though he  heard  that  part  of  the  treaty  had  been  broken  by  our  fub- 
fcqucnt  proclamations.     We  got  poffeffion  of  the  (hips  and  ftorcs  in 
truft  for  our  ally  Louis  XVII.  and  after  that  to  boaft  of  deftroying 
them  as  the  (hips  of  an  enemy  was  a  pervcrfion  of  terms.     He  ad- 
mitted, that  when  they  could  not  be  defended,  we  had  i  right  to 
deftroy  them,  or  what  ^'as  ftill  better,  to  bring  them  away,  in  or- 
der to  prevent  their  failing  into  the  hands  of  thofe  who  were  the  ene- 
mies of  Louis  XVII.     But  thib  was  to  be  lamented  as  a  misfortune, 
more  efpecially  if  any  confidcrably  part  of  them  did  fall  into  the 
hands  of  liis  enemies,  not  vaunted  as  an  inftance  of  extraordinary 
fiKccfs.     Let  Mlnifters  hold  to  Louis  XVII.  or  his  reprefentative, 
if  he  had  any  ;  let  them  hold  to  French  Royalifts  the  Inngiiage  they 
held  to  the  Houfc,  of  preferring  an  expedition  to  the  Weft  Indies  to 
the  defence  of  Toulon.     Let  them  fay,  **  We  have  got  i)o(re(rion  erf 
a  port  and  a  fleet  in  truft  for  you  ;  but  we  muft  take  your  Weft-In- 
dia iflands  for  ourfclvcs  ;  we  cannot  attempt  the  one  without  en- 
<fangering  the  other ;  and  wc  prefer  taking  what  we  mean  to  keep  at 
all  events,  to  defending  what  we  muft  reftore  to  you  when  rcinftatcd 
on  the  throne  of  your  anceftors."  and  fee  with  what  cordiality  and 
gratitude  it  would  be  received.      If  fcating  Louis  XVII.    on  the 
throne  of  France  was  the  objedt  to  which  Minifters  looked  as  the 
means  of  peace,  they  ought  to  have  fcnt  the  whole  force  at  their  dif- 
pofal  to  Toulon,  if  ncceffary,  in  preference  to  every  other  expedi- 
tion, on  motives  of  common  policy,  much  more  on  the  ftrongeft  of 
all  motives,  that  of  good  faith.     He  had  often  heard,  as  he  had 
heard  now,  that  all  the  inhabitants  of  Toulon  who  chofe  it  were 
tak<!n  away  by  the  Britilh  fleet.     Was  it  not  true,  however,  and 
notorious,    that  hundreds,  nay  thoufands  of  tlie  unfortunate  re- 
mainder had  glutted  the  vengeance  of  thofe  whom  they  had  made 
their  implacable  enemies  by  the  confidence  they  repofcd  in  us  ?      If 
it  fliould  be  faid  that  thcfc  viftims  preferred  flaying  to  being  brought 
away,  that  would  contHbute  but  little  to  his  fatisfa<ftion.     It  had 
been  iniinuated  that  Ae  (urKndct  of  Toulon  had  been  cfFwfted  by 

Vol.  XXXVIL  N  n 


574  PARLIAMENTARY  A- 1794^ 

blockade  and  &mine^  and  the  d^ded  fuperiorkf  in  point  of  ap- 
pointment, of  die  Engliih  over  the  French  fleet  ;  this  did  not  appear 
upon  inveftigation,  to  be  the  real  ftate  of  the  cafe,  for  Acre  never 
was  any  contention  betweert  the  fleets  ;  for  the  French  fleet  wa» 
commanded  by  perforis  inimical  ft>  the  French  Government,  who 
furrendered  their  truft  upon  certain  tcrmsc     ^nd  this  French  fleet 
had  been  reported  by  Admiral  Trugner^  to  the  Convention,  to  be 
in  a  ftatc  upon  which  no  reliance  could  be  plaOed.     With  refpc<^ 
to  the  dcftru(Sionof  the  French  fleet  at  Toulon,  which  was  made  a 
boaft  of  as  the  greateft  blow  the  naval  poiircr  of  France  ever  had  fuf- 
taincd  from  the  effect  of  a  fingle  avSion,  *  he  obfctved,  that  as  they* 
were  vcffeU  which  we  had  taken,  and  engaged  to  prefervd  for  Louift 
XVII.  Mrs  could  Only  juftify  deftroying  thcnt  upon  one  principle, 
that  it  was  the  only  means  of  preventing  them  froin  falling  into  the 
hands  of  the  enemy-     Ho  defended  the  cxprcffion  ufcd  by  his  ho- 
n)urable  friend  (Major  Maitland)  that  we  had  acqurred  no  military 
glory  at  Touloru     By  this  be  (Hd  ant  mean  that  the  paftkndar  Gc- 
ticrals  or  Oflicers,  or  privates,  had  not  difchinged  their  doty  there. 
H  J  trufted,  and  knew  they  would  ever  do  their  duty  when  they  were 
p jt  in  a  (ituation  to  a6t ;  but  tvhat  was  meant  Was^  that  the  refult 
or  that  bufinefs  was  not  ain  acquifition  of  glory  to  this  country. 
The  ground  it  v^s  ftated  upon  which  the  expedition  againft  Toulon 
had  been  concerted,  was  an  expedition  dial  they  would  ham  been 
joined  by  the  Royalifta  of  Lyons  artd  Marfeilles,  who  were  at  that 
time  in  coniidcrabk  force ;  but  any  perfoti  who  remembered  the 
American  war,   ought  to  know  tlie  futility  of  fuch  expe^tions : 
Wc  hoped  and  trufted  that  one-town,  or  oner  (laCe,  woidd  be  tnore 
favourable  to  our  caufe  than  others  had  been ;   but  a»  often  as  we 
expelled,  fo  often  were  we  difappointed.     In  the  fame  way  our 
hopes  from  the  Lyoncfe  and  Marfeillois  had  been  fruftratedy  and 
thofe  unfortunate  perfont  who  fct  their  faces  againil  the  tyfarmy  by 
which  they  were  oppreflcd,  had,  many  of  them  expbted  on  the 
block,  the  crime  of  Federation ;   nor  have  we  been  able  to  nufe 
any  diverfion  in  our  favour  in  ai^  of  the  provinces  in  the  nei^ibour- 
hood  of  Toulon,  either  in  Provence  or  in  Languedoc,  Or  in  DaiK 
phiny*     He  next  wiflied  to  inquire,  if  the  force  fcnt  to  Toulon 
was  fufSdcnl  to  preferve  it?     From  every  thing  he  could  Icam  on 
thefubjed^  and  fiom  military  men,  heundcrftood,  that  to  prefenx 
that  place,  a  force  of  at  leaft  30,000  eflfedtve  men  would  have  been 
noceflary  ;  what  was  the  force  fent  for  the  protedUon  of  that  place  ? 
There  were  only  15,000  men,  and  thofe  not  all  £nglifli»  nor 
equal  in  point  of  fervice,  to  half  the  number  of  Ei^lifh,  but  2 
motley  group,  coniifling  of  Piedioonte£by  Spaniards,  French  and 
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Neapolitans  ;  and  to  complete  tlic  fuccefs  of  the  budnefsy  an  adual 
difpute  he  undcrftood  exifted  between  Admiral  Gravina  and  our  Gc- 
Heral,  who  (hould  be  Commander  in  Chief  of  this  afiny.      If  good 
fuccefs  was  to  be  confidered  prima  f ape  evidence  of  merit,  he  had  a 
ri^t  to affutne  that  ill  fuccefs  yi7& prhna  facie  e%'idcnce  of  demerit: 
as  fuch  he  (hould  eonfider  the  expcdWon,  or  the  projedcd  expedi- 
tion under  tfce  Earl  of  Moira;    but  he  might  be  told  that  it  could 
nr)t  yet  be  called  unfuccefsful,  as  it  had  not  been  entered  upon  ;  but 
}.c  contended  that  it  was  unfuccefsful,  infomuch  as  thSt  it  was  inju^ 
rious  in  its  clfc<Ss  to  the  caufe  which  it  was  intended  to  ferve  ;  for 
*hat  Frcncliman  would  be  mad  enough  to  hazard  his  life,  by  op- 
pfii^  the  tyranny  which  he  dctefted,.  upon  the  hope  that  he  would 
roxive  affiftance  from  this  countiy ;  when  our  troops  liave  been  in 
the  immcdtatc  vicinity  of  their  coaft,  (In  Gucrnfcj^)  ahd  have  i^ot 
been  able  to  efFedi  any  thing  to  fervc  the  caufe  of  the  Royalifts,  ci- 
ther in  La  Vendee,  or  in  any  other  part  of  France  ?  and  they  have, 
inOTcovcr,  the  example  of  Toulon  to  deter  them.      As  to  the  quef- 
don,  whether  Toulon  or  the  Weft-India  iflands  were  to  l>c  pre- 
fened  by  this  country  ?     That  was  a  qucftion  which  very  much  de- 
pended upon  what  was  Ae  objeft  of  the  war  ;  if  our  objeft  was  to 
gain  permanent  poffcflions,  which  we  determined  to  keep,  there 
could  not  be  a  moment's  doubt  but  that  the  Weft- India  iflands  were 
of  the  moft  importance  \  but  if  the  obje<St  of  the  war  was,  as  it  fcem-^ 
ed  to  be  confetfed  by  the  Minlfter,  and  the  majority  of  that  Houfc, 
to  force  upon  the  people  of  France,  in  oonjundion  with  the  other 
powers  of  Europe,  fome  form  of  Government  in  the  place  of  that 
t>Tanny  wliich  now  fubfifts  there,  for  the  attafnmcnt  of  that  objeft, 
die  polfeflion  of  Toulon  would  be  more  inftrumcntal  than  Marti- 
nico,  Guadaloi^,  Saint  Domingo,  and  all  the  other  Weft- India 
iflands  together.     One  expreflion  had  fallen  from  the  right  honour- 
able gentleman,  (Mr.  Pitt)  that  "  we  were  not  now  at  war  with  an 
army,  but  an  armed  nation."     This  taken  in  one  point  of  vjcw  was 
a  vciy  alafming  circumftance,  for  he  believed  no  pofition  rn  modem 
piUtics  would  be  more  readily  admitted,  than  that  an  armed  nation, 
ib  long  as  it  aded  upon  the  defenfive,    was  invincible,  and  happy 
he  was  that  it  was  invincible,   for  it  was  the  only  fecurity  that  onp 
narion  has  againft  the  dcfigns  of  combined  and  ambitious  neighbours, 
for  the  prefervation  of  its  liberty  ar\d  independance :  he  did  not  meafi 
that  kind  of  libertv  \^'hich  they  had  in  France,  but  that  rational  and 
dcfirable  liberty  which  was  enjoyed  under  a  well-regulated  Govern- 
incnt.  V         • 

If  Britain  ihould  be  attacked  by  a  combined  force  of  the  powers  of 
Eun^,  which  was  not  a  tiling  impoflible,  tiie  troops  they  were 

XT  «     ^ 
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about  to  vote  that  night  would  be  nothing  to  oppofc  againfV  it. 
Would  fixty  thoufand  of  her  fons  be  all  that  would  take  up  arms  in 
defence  of  Britain?  No,  we  (hould  arm  as  one  man,  we  (hould  have 
l>ut  one  fentiment,  to  conquer  or  to  die  ;  and  on  this  principle  I  re- 
joice that  an  armed  nation  is  invincible.     ^I'he  fame  rcafon  that 
makes  an  armed  nation  invincible  in  defence,  renders  it  in  attack 
quite  the  contrary.     The  defire  of  conqueft  can  animate  but  a  fe^', 
and  they  will  be  oppofed  by  tlie  fame  principle  of  refiftance  in  their 
attempts  to  conquer  other  countries  which  enabled  them  to  defend 
^leir  own.     The  French,  therefore,  will  not  fucceed  in  their  at- 
tempts at  conqueft  if  they  have  not  abandoned  ihcm,  and  we  might 
make  peace  .with  them,  in  full  as  much  fecurity  that  it  would   be 
permanent  as  we  ever  had  at  any  former  period.    If  in  former  tinrii.* 
we  had  faid  that  we  wdiild  make  no  peace  with  France,  m  ithtmt  a 
change  of  that  Government,  whidi  we  knew  to  be  hoftile  to  our  own, 
we  (hould  have  been  at  war  for  more  than  a  hundred  years.      What 
are  the  dai^rs  we  have  now  to  dread  from  France  more  than  thofc 
we  have  actually  experienced  and  repelled  ?  An  honourable  friend 
of  mine  has  faid,  that,  when  a  danger  rifes  to  a  certain  magnitude, 
all  beyond  that,  becomes  of  no  account,  bccaufe  we  already  fee  what 
we  dread  more  than  lofs  of  life.     Now,  what  was  the  danger  from 
which  we  w.ere  delivered  in  the  days  of  the  pretender  ?   A  powerful 
foreign  defpot  attempted  to  feat  on  the  tlironc,  a  Prince  whofe  right 
we  had  abjured  ;  to  overturn  our  Conftituticn,  and  eftablifh  an  ar- 
bitrary Government ;  to  fubvert  the  Prateftaht,  and  intfoduce  tlic 
Roman  Catholic  religion ;  in  one  word,  to  ravifh  from  us  all  wc 
held  moft  dear,  and  force  upor^  us  all  we  mod  abhoned.     Yet  we 
never  went  into  the  extreme  of  faying,  "  We  will  make  no  peace 
with  the  Government  that  has  attempted  tliis,  we  can  have  no  fe- 
curity while  a  ruling  power  exifts,  whofe  principles  are  fo  hoflile  to 
ours.     Sorry  am  I  to  find  fuch  fentiments  entertained  now  ;  for  if 
France  be  an  armed  natiotii  we  may  accelerate  the  calamities  we 
dread,  but  we  fliall  not  conquer  France.     I  fl^all  pcfhaps  be  told, 
that,  if  France  has  become  an  ajmcd  nation,  it  may  be  ncceflary 
for  us  to  do  the  fame.     We  fhall  not  become  an  armed  nation  in 
order  to  carry  on  an  offenfive  war.    If  unfortunately  we  (hould  ever 
be  driven  to  fight  on  the  fame  terms  as  the  French  have  been,  wc 
too  fhall  become  an  armed  nadon,  and  like  them  be  invincible." 

Mr.  Chancellor  PITT  rofe  to  explain  tliat  expreflion  which  he 
had  ufed  in  his  former  fpeech,  fiatir^g,  France  to  be  an  armed  nation^ 
which  he  confidered  the  right  honourable  gentleman  who  fpoke  la(t  to 
^nifunderftand.  He  meant  only  to  fay,  that  from  the  prcient  horrid 
ij'ftcm  of  force  and  compulfion  ufed  in  that  country  to  ooUeft  an  army 
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they  had  a  laiger  tnafs  of  armed  men  than  they  could  have  had 
by  any  other  means  ;  and  that  to  this  mafs  of  nunibcrs  they  owed 
every  thii^  like  fuccefa  which  they  had  obtained.     When  he  men- 
tioned them  as  an  armed  nation,  lie  bj'  no  means  meant  to  go  along 
widi  die  honourable  gentleman,  and  fay  that  they  were  united  ;  on 
thccQntxaiy,  he  was  of  an  opinion  dire<Stly  the  reverie*    He  though^ 
with  his  noble  friend  who  ftatcd  it  on  the  firlt  dav  of  the  fefllon,  rliat 
much  the  greater  part  of  the  people  of  France  were  fb  far  from  beiqg 
united  to  defend  the  prcfcnt  fyliem  of  tyranny  which  prevails  lherC|j 
that  a  majority  of  them  were  as  much  averfe  to  that  fyftem  as  i:  xvat 
poffible  to  be,  and  from  this  conviction  he  inferred,  that  the  ccrru- 
ptrifen  between  the  ftrei:\gth  of  Fraivc  as  an  united  anr.ed  nation, 
which  the  honourable  gentleman  rejoiced  to  think  they  were,  and  thp 
probable  cfFct^s  of  fuch  united  force  and  fcntiment  m  England  if  k 
nas  attacked,  could  in  no  degree  hold.      For  to  make  good  diat  com- 
panion it  muil  be  made  out,  that  unlefs  the  people  of  France  like 
and  admire  every  fpecies  of  cnormit\%  horror,  and  guil^  and  mc 
united  in  that  fyftcm,  Finland,  if  all  En.rope  was  le^igued  againft 
her,  would  not  be  fenfible  of  the  mAm  Mcflings  that  (he  enjoys,  or 
icady  to  defend  them.  The  war  liH<i  Ken  called  by  fomc  ofFenfive  ; 
mfcmc  degree  he  would  uiiow  that  It   was  ofFenfive  againft  the  ty- 
rants c»f  France,  but  not  againft  die  majority  of  the  people  c-f  France, 
He  contended,  that  tlic  only  means  of  keeping  their  armed  force  txvi 
gcther,  are,  in  the  firft  place,  force  ;  and  in  the  next,  that  fyftem  of 
plunder  and  devaftation  whicii  they  had  aftcd  upon  throughcut, 
Havii^  faid  this  much  in  explanation,  he  thought  it  neccffary  only  to 
add  and  repeat  it,  as  his  deliberate  opinion,  that  in  the  moft  exaggCr 
rated  flatc  that  ever  had  been  given  of  the  power  and  ambition  of 
Louis  XIV.,  Europe  never  was  tlireatened  with  fo  much  danger  as 
giving  the  leAft  enoouragcment  to  the  preferit  tyrannical,  hc^d,  and 
nziiKHis  fyftem  of  that  dtftra<Sled  country. 

Mr.  FOX  {Explained ;  he  underftood  the  rtght  horK>urable  gentle- 
nun  to  fay,  that  France,  as  an  armed  nation,  had  coiledled  fych 
length,  that  a  very  great  force  muft  be  neceftaty  to  a6t  againft  het 
i^thatunttedfituation.  Hecontended,  that  whenonce  a  nation,  inftead 
^»f  tegular  armies,  however  large,  became  an  armed  nation,  it  muft 
k  united,  bccaufe  the  only  power  of  refiftanee  to  a  reprobated  fyftem 
^  Government  was  in  the  hands  of  thofc  very  men,  who  taking 
Up  arms  in  its  defence  againft  th^  attacks  of  foreign  enemies,  made 
^(  an  armed  nation.  The  right  honourable  gentleman  had  ftated 
unfairly,  that  he  rejoiced  that  France  was  \inited ;  ^hat  he  faid 
^  that  if  France  as  an  armed  nadon  was  united,  he  rejoiced  that 
jt  was  invincinlile,  bccaufe  if  ever  England  fhould  be  attacked  in  ^ 
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fimilar  way,  it  was  by  fuch  an  umon  and  armed  ibrcc  only  that  fli^ 
fould  be  invincible ;  but  to  anfwer  his  own  purpofe  the  right  honour— 
ai>Ie  gentleman  had,  as  ufual,  flipped  in  a  word  or  two  for  him,  a9 
itsviog  been  fpoken  in  a  fcnfe  in  whidi  he  never  had  uttered  them. 
He  concluded  with  a  few  words  rcfpc6Hng  the  difference  betwccrt 
France  as  an  armed  nation  now,  and  at  the  time  they  irvvaded  Flan- 
ffers  tail  year. 

Sir  William  YOUNG  made  a  fhort  fpeech  relative  to  the  pnxr 
feedings  of  the  campaign  in  the  Weft  ledics,  and  defended  tfie  con-  "^ 
fiu£i  of  Admtoiftration  in  that  quarter,'  and  in  the  dilfcrcnt  expeditions 
made  to  rhofc  Iflamit;.^  He  flatcil,  that  letters  of  fo  late  a  date  as 
1 6th  December  brought  accounts  that  health  was  reftored  in  the 
fSffercnt  Ifland^,  and  that  when  Sir  Charles  Grey  and  Sir  John  Jer- 
las  arrivec],  they  would  iin^  every  thing  in  readine(S|  for  tl^e  reccpr 
&on  of  the  troops. 

Mr.  BASTARD  faid,  a  circumftancc  had  come  to  his  knowledge, 
which  he  was  fure  it  muft  give  the  Committee  much  concern  to  hear, 
tbe  lick  and  wounded  foldiers  brought  over  from  the  Continent  were, 
fcr  the  moft  pa^y  convey^  up  to  tovin  in  wpggons,  inftead  of  fend- 
ing  down  furgeons  to  ^em.  A  tempt>raTy  Hospital  had  been  crcdtc^i 
at  Dc»l,  for  the  reception  of  thofe  who  could  not  be  removed  ;  but 
it  was  much  too  fmall  for  that  purpofe  ;  and  a  part  of  the  prifcn,  in 
which  the  French  prifoners  were  opnfined,  was  allotted  for  the  (ick 
and  wounded  foldiers^  who  were  deprived  of  reft  by  the  noifyand 
liotous  diipoiitioii  of  the  Frendi  prifoners. 

Mr.  Secretary  DUNDAS  fatd,  that  if  the  hQ  really  exlfted,  as 
die  honourable  gentleman  had  been  informed^  it  certainly  had  never 
fome  to  the  knowledge  of  any  of  the  King's  Minifters^  elfe  he  was 
fore  fome  remedy  would  be  applied.  He  thought  it  would  have 
licen  as  wfU  for  the  honourable  gentleman  to  have  communicated  the 
orcumftances  privately  to  Adnuniftration,  and  he  certainly  would 
lave  been  attended  to. 

Mr.  BASTARD  faW,  he  underftood  a  complaint  had  been  made 
^pon  the  fub)e6t  at  the  Kck  and  Wounded  Office. 

Mr.  FOX  faid,  it  was  his  intention  to  have  introduced  the  Tub- 
jcfl  of  convoys  during  the  difcuflion  upoii  the  fubjeft  ;  for  upon 
more  ample  inquipy,  he  was  fatisiied  that  every  affertion  which 
(le  had  n^adc  was  ^pnded  in  fa£t.  But  as  the  honourable  Ad- 
miral (Gardner)  was  not  prefent,  he  would  now  give  notice,  that  on 
the  fcrft  open  day,  he  would  bring  forward  the  fubjedl  in  fome  Ihapc 
pr  other. 

Major  MAITLAND  faid,  he  was  authorized  by  an  honourable 
iiici^  of  his  (Mr.  Shcrldsji^^^  then  abfcn:^  from  iodlfpofition,  todu 
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riarc,  diat  ^ehevcf  that  fubjeS  vrzs  refumed^  he  -^ould  pledge 
himfelf  tothepiorfof  ^hatthe  hid  faid  refpcfling  Halifax. 

Mr.  Alderman  ANOERSON  aflced  the  right  honourable fcntlc- 
tnan  on  the  other  fide  of  the  Houfc  (Mn  Fox),  whctlier  or  not  it 
^fras  true  that  fixteen  fall  of  the  Baltic  fleet  had  been  captured  ?  He 
had  made  every  poffiblc  inquiry  on  tlie  Stock  Exchange,  andof  eveiy 
pcrlbn  of  whom  information  was  likely  to  be  obtained,  and  lu  £ar 
from  fixtecn,  he  had  only  heard  of  one  veflTcl  being  taken. 

Mr.  FOX  faid,  he  w#uM  meet  him  oft  that  fubjcd  on  a  futinc 
-evening :  tlic  veflels  he  alluded  to  were  under  die  convoy  of  the 
Thimcs  frigate. 

The  firft  rcfulutioii  was  then  put,  arid  agreed  to  \  after  whidv 
t))s  Chairman  put  the  fevcral  following  refolucions,  viz. 

if.    '-    ^ 

For  fbc  maifitcftance  of  the  rrnop^  —  *»49^  '*     ^ 

For  forces  in  the  Plantations^  including  Gibraltar,  Nfew 

South  Wak»^  &c,  ■   ■  —         677,681  12    4 

For  the  difference  of  pay  between  the  Irifli  an^  Scotch 

c1^abljfli(neots,    from    Dec.    25,   1793,  to  Dec-   24, 

1794  ■    •       '  f5,279  13    4 

For  advan^of  pay  for  one  repmcnt  of  dragoons,  and 

mnc  battalioM  of  toot,  for  the  Eiifl  Indie*  —         ^3*3   ^7   ^^J 

For  recruiting,  contingencies,  and   allowance  to  the 

troops  for  1794  ■  —         219,500    O    o 

For  levy  money »  fun»iture«  and  accoutrements  of  the 

new-rai fed  troops  for  1 794  — ^  Jt  0,000    O    o* 

Fori- Gcncnds  and  Staft  Officers  for  1794        —  97»3^9     *     ■ 

Foriuprrnuinerary  Officers  -^ 39«^i8  *6     J 

To  Pay  mailer  General,  Secretary  at  War,   $ec»   for 

dnta                * — 64*790  t^  J 

For  rtdtfccd  Officers  of  Laod  Forces  atid  Marines  for 

1794                 ** '4^841  TO  io 

To  Gentlemen  of  the  late  troop  of  Horfe  Guards  1 56  9  '  ^ 

For  Officers  late  in  the  ferrice  of  the  States  General  30^0  o  o 

Oa  account  of  reduced  Officers  of  American  forces  SSy^9^  'O  o 

Fur  allowance  to  reduced  Officers  of  American  forces  41907  to  o 

For  pcnfions  of  Widows  of  Offiwers                  •—  9»93t  *9  3 

ForPenHonersof  ChelfeaHofpiul               ■  1^1,742  ^  to 

For  Scotch  roads  and  bridges                 —                —  4,500  o  o 

For  the  embodied  militia                 ■                            —  687,420  14  O 

For  coQtingcjicics,  &c.  in  ditto             —            — •  60,000  o  o 

For  the  pay  and  c bathing  of  ditto  — —  93>65*  3  9 
For  cmps  transferred  from  the  Irid}  to  the  Eritilli  eflab- 

liibment,  and  for  augmentatioos  for  fevcral  petiods  .  {{^^,667  1  ^  6 

For  foreign  troops                   _                            —  969,^23  o  o 

For  extra  land  forces             ■'■                                    ■    ■  80^,805  14  4 

For  the  Office  of  Ordnance  —  —  7<^i>73^  3  ^ 
For  fcTTices  of  Ordnance  prcv'ioi's  to  ^ :  !l  of  Dec*  1793, 

and  not  provided  for  by  Pari ".'.r.Kin:                 —  57^  *9  ? 

For  ditto  in  1792                  — —— .^—  925  4  1 

FordinQ  10  1793^            ■                        ^—  6ix,4^9  st  3 
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t'or  ordnance  for  fca  fcrvicc  in  1793                   —  30,350  5  6 

For  the  civil  eftabliftimcnt  of  Upper  Canada  for  1794  6,4^0  o  o 

For  Nova  Scotia                                             5»3'S  ^  ^ 

For  New  Brunfwick,  from  June  24,  1 794*  to  June  24, 

T795                         —                           4*400  o  o 

For  ilic  ifland  of  St.  John  for  1 794              i,qco  o  o 

For  C;»pe  Breton,  froMi  MidrumnuT  1794.  to  ditto  1795  1,800  o  a 
For  Otiiccrs  of  Newfoundland,  Irom  April  i,  1794,  to 

ditto  1795                 ^^^^^  '  ^ 

Forthe.  Bahama  Tflands  for  1794                  A^^S^  ^  ^ 

To  the  Chief  JulHce  of  Bermuda^  from  iVJidfummcr 

1794  to  ditto  1791;                  —                          —  ^'90  o  o 

To  thr  Chief  J  uftice  of  Dominica  for  1794  ■  600  o  o 
Far  iht  Civil  Lift  eftabliflimcut  of  New  South  Walca^ 

from  Odobcr  10,  1793,  to  ditto  1794            —  4>79S  ^  2 

Agreed  to.     To  be  reported  toi-morrow. 

Captain  BERKELEY  moved  the  Ordnance  eftimates^  which 
were  agreed  to  ;  and 

Mr.  ROSE  moved  tlie  Plantation  eftimates,  which  were  alfo 
agreed  to. 

The  Houfe  adjourned. 

Tucfdajy   Ath  February* 

The  report  from  the  Committee  of  Supply  was  brought  up  juid 
fcad.     On  the  refolution  for  the  pay  of  the  army, 

Mr.  FOX  afked,  under  what  h^ad  the  Staff  of  the  tniops  at 
Toulon  and  in  tlie  Weft  Indies  was  included  ?  Being  informed  by 
the  Secretar)'  at  War  that  the  Staff  of  the  Weft  Indies  was  included 
under  the  general  head  of  Plantadons,  and  that  the  Staff  at  Toulon 
was  not  included  under  any  head,  but  would.make  part  of  the  army 
cxtraordinarics  for  next  year  ;  Mr.  Fox  wifhed  to  know  why  the 
general  charge  for  Staff  Officers,  fmcc  it  included  neither  of  thofc 
articles,  fo  far  exceeded  the  chai^gp  in  any  former  war  ? 

The  SECRETARY  at  WAR  faid,  die  Staff  was  not  to  be  re- 
gulated by  pR-cedcnt,  but  by  the  n'.'mber  of  troops  employedi  and 
the  nature  of  the  fervice. 

Major  MAITLAND  faid,  the  troops  now  employed  were  not 
more  numerous  than  thofc  employed  in  former  wars.  What  rca- 
fon  could  then  be  given  for  the  charge  of  Staff  now  amounting  to| 
97,oooI.  and  upwards,  without  including  iht  Staff  for  the  Plan- 
tations and  Toulon,  when  it  had  in  the  war  before  lafl  been  only 
62,000}.  ? 

Mr.  MARTIN  faid,  Sir,  undcrfVanding  the  debate  of  this  day  | 
to  be  a  continuation  of  that  in  the  Committee  on  voting  the  army, 
I  take  the  liberty  of  offering  to  the  Houfe  a  few  words  on  that  fub- 
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joA.     I  confers.  Sir,  that  I  was  not  fony  that  ^  expreffion  then 
cfcaped  the  Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer,  which,  though  with  all 
the  powers  of  language  he  endeavoured  in  vain  to  explain,  will 
leave  on  the  generality  of  thofe  who  heard  him,  and  on  the  nation 
at  laige,  a  clear  idea  of  his  real  fentiments  on  the  internal  ftatc  of 
the  French  nation.     Sir,  the  right  honourable  gentleman  told  us, 
that  the  French  are  an  anrud  nation  ;  but  endeavouring  to  take  off 
Ac  force  of  that  expreffion,  he  afterwards  added,  that  he  did  not 
mean  that  they  were  united.     Now,  Sir,  I  humbly  apprehend,  that 
if  they  were  not  unitedly  armed,  the  obfervation  would   not  have 
ai^Iied  to  his  argument.     In  the  courfe  of  his  fpeech,  he  defcanted 
much  at  tai^,   as  he  ufually  does,  on  the  horrible  principles  and 
pradices  of  that  country.     Sir,  in  thefe  times  of  mifconftruftion 
and  mifreprefentation,  one  muft  fpeak  very  guardedly  on  that  fub- 
jed ;  but  I  will  venture  to  iay,  that  though  no  perfon  holds  fome 
of  the  principles  and  praflices  of  many  of  tliat  people  in  greater  ab- 
horrence than  myfelf,  that  I  think,  notwithilanding  the  general  and 
indifcriminate  abufe  thrown  on  them  allj  that  there  are  perfons  in 
this  country,  and  thofe  not  few  in  number,  who  are  more  deteflablc 
than  even  the  worft  of  the  French  ;  I   mean  that  defcription  of 
perfons  who,  having  no  real  religion  cither  in  theory  or  pradHce, 
affed  to  lay  great  ftrefs  on  religion,  merely  for  fecular  and  political, 
if  not  for  fclf-interefted  and  corrupt,  purpofes. 

A  worthy  Member  near  me,  Sir,  (Mr.  Huffcy,)  if  I  did  not 
mifutiderftand  him,  remarked,  that  he  could  have  wifhed  that  in* 
ftcad  of  fo  confiderable  an  increafe  of  land  forces,  the  navy  had 
been  augmented  much  more  in  proportion.  Sir,  I  perfedly  agree 
with  that  refpedhible  gentleman,  and  indeed  ihould  carry  the  idea 
much  farther  ;  I  would  have  no  troops  whatever,  but  for  abfolute 
felf-deferKe  ;  and  this  brings  into  my  mind  a  notion  that  has  often 
fuggefted  itfclf  to  me,  that  a  naval  war  is  by  no  means  fo  deftrudi vc 
to  the  peaceable  part  of  mankind,  as  one  carried  on  by  land.  How- 
ever fevere,  and  with  whatever  courage  and  animolity  a  fea  engage- 
ment may  be  conducted,  neither  the  harmlefs  peafant  nor  the  in- 
duArious  manufadurer  is  immediately  involved  in  the  horror  and 
mifery  which  attends  military  operations  on  fhore ;  and  though 
gentlemen  may  not  have  before  turned  their  attention  to  this  difFe- 
rtiKe,  I  think  it  well  worthy  their  coniideration,  in  the  beginning 
and  prpgrefs  of  fo  ferious  a  conteil  as  tliat  in  which  we  are  now  un- 
fortunately engaged.  Indeed,  Sir,  I  think  we  arc  engaged  in  it  to 
an  extent  perfedly  unneceffary.  I  fhould  hope.  Sir,  that  the  time 
may  oxne  in  which  we  (hall  confine  ourfelves  to  atS  merely  on  the 
dcfcnlive  ;  and  though  I  do  not  pretend  to  judge  deeply  of  politics. 
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I  would  vencare  to  fiiggcfty  thsit  confidering  our  infular  Stuation) 
have  a  good  natural  right  to  avail  ourfelves  of  it.     Sir,  wc  are 
ceminly  fubjeft  to  ibnne  phyfical  inconveniences  of  clinudc,  from 
bring  furroanded  by  the  fea  ;  and  I  therefore  think  it  veiy  £iir  that 
we  fhould  ppdfit,  tothe  utmoftdf  our  power,  fay  the  advantsiges  of 
tfny  o^r  kind,  which  mvy  compcitfatc  for  foch  inconvenience.      It 
ieems  tb  me,  Sir,  that  no  advantage  can  be  greater  dian  that  of^ 
being  exanipted  ham  the  complicated  and-unavoidaUe  miferies  st* 
tending  on  war.     I  am  well  aware,  that  if  we  find  it  neceflary  to 
taiR  in  die  aid  of  neighbouring  nations,  we  muft  give  them  a  pro- 
portionable and  reciprocal  afliftance  ;  but  I  Ihould  fervently  hope, 
Afit  whenever  we  may  be  blelfed  by  a  return   of  peace,  that  the 
tight  honourable  gentleman  at  the  head  of  our  national  Councils^ 
would  turn  his  thoughts  on  fomc  plan,  by  which  we  might  at  leaft 
have  lefs  foreign  conncdlions  in  the  way  of  alliance,  than  has  been 
the  cuftom  of  our  Government.     No  man,  Sir,  has  greater  abili- 
ties for  fuch  an  undertaking  ;  and  I  am  perfuaded  that  it  would 
fully  anfwer,  in  point  of  policy,  as  wcU  as  in  point  of  humanity  ; 
for  the  expenccs  of  land  wars  are  enormous,  fubjeift  to  a  thoufand 
frauds  and  impofitions  ;  and  the  (laughter  of  the  peaceable  inhabi* 
cants,  as  well  as  of  tbofe  immediately  concerned  in  a^on,  are  greats 
beyond  compariibn.     But,  Sir,    I   apprehend  that  one  principal 
caufe  of  the  propenfity  to  war,  and  particularly  of  land  war,  in  per* 
fons  in  power,  is  the  great  weight  of  influence  it  ^ves  to  thofe  who 
make  but  too  bad  a  ufe  of  it. 

Sir,  I  would  wiih  to  do  juAice  to  the  Members  of  both  Houfea 
of  Parliament,  by  allowing  them  to  be  as  incorrupt  as  men  of  other 
claiTcs  in  fociety  ;  but  they  will  not  expedt  to  be  fuppofed  exempt 
from  the  paflions  and  confequent  temptations  to  which  all  dcfcriptiona 
of  men  are  liable.     If  then,  Sir,  it  be  conlidered  how  many  Mem- 
bers in  each  Houfe  of  Parliament  are,  eidier  perfonally  or  by  con- 
nection or  relationfhip,  interefted  in  the  continuance  of  a  war,  can 
it  be  expofbed  that  their  judgements  will  not  be  mifledby  their  pri- 
vate intered  r  The  moft  honed  man  on  earth  can  hardly  he  ptrfeiffy 
mpariialy  when  a  powerful  felf-intereft  draws  one  way,  and  a  qucf- 
tion  of  public  utility  the  other.     In  fliort.  Sir,  I  cannot  but  be 
perfuaded  but  that  if  one  could  remove  every  degree  of  private  inte- 
reft  from  the  bread  of  individuals,  that  die  miferies  and  horrors  of 
•war  would  appear  fo  clearly,  that  very  few  indeed  would  be  found 
to  give  any  countemmce  to  thofe  who  engage  in  fuch  conflids,  with- 
out abblute  neceflity.     Sir,  though  this  nutter  is  inipr<fled  vety 
-deeply  on.  my  mind,  I  (hould  not  have  £ud  even  thus  much  on  the 
fubjed,  .had  not  a  refpedtable  gentleman,  ia  the  courfe  of  fome  lata 
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dd»tes,  called  upon  the  Membevsof  this  Houfe  to  cted^e  ihsir  kik* 
dments  on  public  afiaiis  at  this  cntical  ieaioti.     Sir,  I  vety  feldoij^ 
traubie  the  Houfe,  being  thoroughly  aware  of  my  want  of  ^jibitiiy  to 
cxprefs  my  fentiments  in  a  way  (atis&<Slory  to  myfelf,  or  ckarly  $o 
tbofe  who  hear  me ;  but  I  fliould  be  ibny  that  my  filcnce  (hould 
be  imputed  to  zny  fhynefs  of  declining  my  fentiments  in  the  face  of 
God  and  my  country.     I  hold.  Sir,  no  principles  of  which  I  am 
aflamrd  \  I  cenfurc  no  man  for  his  opinions  ;  hut  I  will  fredy 
avow  my  own.     I  wi(h,  Sir,  for  no  better  Government  in  thU 
country,  than  a  limited  Monarchy,  with  an  honeft  Houfeof  Peevf, 
and  a  free,  independent,  and  adequate  reprefentatton  of  the  pecfilf 
in  a  Houfe  of  Commons,  chofcn  according  to  the  fpiiit  and  eflbice 
of  our  Conftitution.     In  refped  to  religion,  Sir>  *I  profefs  myfelf 
not  only  a  fincere  believer  in  a  fupreme  Being,  of  the  utmoft  purity, 
benevolence,  and  perfedicn,  but  alfo  a  believer  in  true,  genuine,  . 
rational  Chriftianity,  as  diAii^uifhed  from  that  which  now  prevaili 
in  too  many  parts  of  the  world,  difgraced,  and  brou^  to  (hamc^ 
bjr  cnor,  bigotry,  and  fuperdition  ;  and  which  is  fupported  by  too 
many,  for  fecular,  corrupt,  and  wicked  purpofes.     I  have  made 
this  pn>fefl[k>n  of  my  political  and  religious  o^nmons.  Sir,  to  prevent 
the  grofs  mifre{Hrefentations  of  thofe  who  wi(h  to  viHiy  and  defame 
all  fuch  a$  hold  moderate  and  liberal  fentiments.     I  am  forry  to  ol>- 
ferve,  Mr.  Speaker,  that  the  public  prints  and  newfpapers  are  the 
moft  frequent  channels  of  thefe  calumnies  and  mifreprefentations  i 
Sir,  thoi^h  I  feel  myfelf  an  ardent  friend  to  the  liberty  of  the  pref$, 
I  highly  dibpprove  of  the  abufe  of  that  liberty,  from  whatever 
quarter  fuch  abufe  arifes.     I  believe  there  can  hardly  be  a  doubt 
(thou^  it  may  be  diiScuIt  to  obtain  l^al  proof  of  it)  that  many  of 
the  iDoA  virulent  newfpaper-writers  are  in  the  pay  of  Adminiflration* 
If,  Sir,  any  Minifter,  or  his  underlings,  could  be  convicted  of 
(uchgids  and  infamous  a  pro(titution  of  the  public  money,  I  think 
the}'  would  not  remain  unpunifhed ;  If,  Sir,  on  the  other  hand, 
thofe  called  Oppofition  papers,  contain  any  thing  illegal,  or,  in  the 
fiir  fenfe  of  the  word,  "  feditious,"  I  would  equally  wifh  that  they 
ihould  be  profecuted,  and  reafonabk  puniflimcnt  be  inflided  for 
their  oflFences.     I  have  taken  notice,  Sir,  of  thefe  abufcs  of  the  li- 
berty of  the  prefs,  the  rather  not  only  as  they  bring  that  liberty  into 
drfrcpute  with  many  perfons  who  otherwife  admire  it ;  but  as  I  think 
they  tend  vety  much  to  foment  thofe  violent  heats  and  animofltles 
which  fo  unfortunately  for  this  country  prevail  amongft  us,  and 
which  prevent  our  judging  In  public  matters  with  that  coolnefs  and 
impartWily  whidi  are  requifite  to  judgp  rightly.     I  have  only  to 
add,  &*,  that  I  ihould  be  happy  were  conciliating  meafures  to  be 
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adopted  by  all  friends  to  their  country,  as  the  beft  means  of  bringiDg 
to  a  fpeedy  couclufion  this  calamitous  and  moft  deftruftive  war. 

Mr.  STEELE  faid  that  in  1762,  the  fum  voted  for  Staff,  be- 
fides  the  plantation  Staff,  he  believed,  was  72,000!.     The  fum  of 
97,oool.  now  voted  included  the  Staff  of  the  troops  in  Flanders, 
and  of  the  troops  under  the  command  of  the  Earl  of  Moiia. 

Major  MAITLAND  faid  great  credit  was  aflTumed  by  Minif- 
tcrs  on  the  expedition  with  which  they  made  new  levies.     He  wifhcd 
the  public  to  know  the  manner  in  which  they  raifed  men.    Govern- 
ment allowing  5 1,  bounty  for  eadi  man,  and  out  of  a  fund  raifed  by 
the  fale  of  commiffions,    i  ol.  more  was  paid,  making  1 5I.  boun- 
ty for  every  man.     Thus  they  added  to  the  lift,  a  number  of  fupcr- 
numcrary  officets,  and,  in  fact,    borrowed  money  for  the  public 
by  annuities  of  the  moft  difadvantageous  kind.    A  fecond  lieutenant- 
colonel,  and  a  fecond  major  to  each  rc^^iment  were  clearly  added  for 
•  no  reafon  but  tlie  monej'  paid  for  their  rank.     It  was,  in  his  opi- 
nion, unconftitutional  to  raife  money,  even  in  this  way,  without  the 
confent  of  Parliament.     But  it  was  certainly  fair,  that  if  more  men 
than  ufual  were  raifed,  the  public  ftiould  alfoknow  that  more  money 
than  ufual  was  paid  for  each  man. 

The  SECRETARY  AT  WAR  faid,  the  men  already  levied, 
were  not  raifed  by  the  regulation  alluded  to,  which  was  too  recent 
to  have  yet  produced  much  eff*e6l :  1 1,000  men  had  been  raifed  by 
independent  companies,  and  if  the  other  mode  (hould  fucceed  as  well, 
it  would  add  fuch  a  number  of  men  to  each  regiment  as  would 
make  a  fecond  lieutenant-colonel  and  a  fecond  major  neceffary. 

Major  MAITLAND  contended,  that  the  mode  of  felling  rank 
for  the  purpofe  of  levying  men  was  unprecedented,  and  rafing  mo- 
ney by  annuities  in  the  very  worft  way. 

Mr.  STEELE  faid,  it  was  a  wife  mode,  generally  approved  of  in 
the  army,  and  very  economical ;  and  perhaps  the  honourable  gentle- 
man might  avail  himfelf  of  it  to  rife  a  ftep  in  his  profeflion. 

Major  MAITLAND  faid,  when  he  animadverted  on  a  meafurc 
as  a  Member  of  Parliament,  he  did  not  expcft  to  be  anfwered  by  a 
perfonal  allufion  to  himfelf.  He  had  availed  himfelf  of  it  to  get  a 
ftep  in  his  profeflion,  bccaufe  he  knew  that  without  availing  him- 
felf of  this  or  fome  fuch  opportunity,  his  military  fttuation  muft 
have  remained  the  fame. 

Colonel  MACLEOD  afked,  whether  or  not  the  officers  of  the 
regiments  in  India  were  to  have  tlie  fame  opportunity  of  getting  rank  ; 
by  purchafe,  as  the  officers  of  other  regiments  ? 

The  SECRETARY  AT  WAR  faid  he  did  not  know. 
On  the  article  for  the  pay  of  tlie  fenciblcs, 
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Colonel  MACLEOD  faid  the  Secretary  for  the  Home  Depart- 
ment had  promifed  a  militia  for  Scotland,  early  in  the  laft  feflion 
of  Pariiannent.     He  brought  in  a  bill  for  that  purpofe  in  June>  and 
moved  that  it  might  be  printed,  in  ord^r  to  be  lent  to  Scotland  for 
the  confideration  of  the  feveral  counties.     He  had  not  had  the  good 
fortune  to  meet  with  a  fingle  copy  of  the  bill  in  queftion,  in  Scotland, 
and  therefore  he  fuppofcd  it  was  dropped  entirely.     Not  only  Scot- 
land was  to  have  a  militia,  but  the  fencibles  were  to  be  weakened,  for 
be  underftood  that  gefltlemen  who  were  to  raife  new  regiments, 
were  allowed  to  take  men  out  of  the  fencibles. 

Mr.  Secretary  DUNDAS  faid  the  bill  was  printed  for  the  ufc 
of  the  Members  of  the  Houfe  ;  and  he  had  never  heard  that  men 
for  the  new  regiments  were  to  be  taken  fix)m  the  fencibles. 

The  report  from  the  Comhiittee  of  Ways  and  Means  was 
brought  up,  and  agreed  to. 

The  SOLICITOR  GENERAL  faid,  that  when  he  brought  in 
a  bill  for  the  relief  of  the  Catholics,  it  had  been  doubted  whether 
or  not  they  fhould  be  exempted  from  the  double  affcffment  to  the 
land-tax.  The  fum  raifed  by  this  double  affeflment  was  inconfi- 
derable  as  an  objid  of  revenue,  and  he  thought  the  Houfe  would 
be  happy  toabolifh  fo  odious  a  diflindlion.  He  therefore  propofcd, 
that  in  the  land-tax  bill,  the  claufes  fubjeAing  Catholics  to  double  af- 
fcflfment  fliould  be  left  out.    This  was  unanimouflv  affented  to. 

Mr.  ADAM  faid,  he  rofe  in  purfuance  of  the  notice  he  had  giv- 
en on  a  former  day,. to  ftatc  a  variety  of  confiderations,  with  as  much 
brevity  as  poflible.  In  the  courfe  of  the  laft  feffion  of  Parliament, 
and  fince  that  time,  he  had  given  this  fubjeft  a  very  deliberate  con- 
fideration, and  whatever  might  be  thought  either  of  the  mode  of  his 
regulation,  to  which  he  could  fee  no  objeftion,  or  whatever  might 
be  thoiight  of  the  thing  itfelf,  namely,  appeal  from  the  Criminal  Ju- 
dicature in  Scotland  to  the  Supreme  Court  of  Appeal  in  this  coun- 
try, he  hoped  at  leaft  to  have  the  indulgence  of  the  Houfe.  He  had 
had  the  honour  of  a  feat  in  that  houfe  for  1 9  years,  and  this  was  the 
firft  time  he  had  ever  offered  to  bring  forward  a  meafure  of  his  own 
accord  for  the  difcuflion  of  the  Houfe  and  of  the  public.  If  he  had 
abibdned,  during  the  ^hole  of  that  time,  from  propoiing  any  mea- 
fure originating  with  himfelf,  it  muft  be  fuppofed,  at  leaft,  that  he 
could  not  be  brought  to  do  it  now  without  feeling  the  importantance, 
without  feeling  the  confequcnce,  without  feeling  the  ncceflity  of  the 
meafure  he  was  about  to  propofe.  He  hoped,  therefore,  for  a  very 
(hort  time  to  be  favoured  with  the  attention  of  the  Houfe. — He 
had  ftated,  that  he  had  given  this  fubje6t  the  moft  deliberate  con- 
iideration>  and  he  did  not  know  any  mode  by  which  he  could  lay  it 
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fo  clearly  and  explicitly  before  them,  and  that  was  U  Hkdy  to  tivov 
light  on  the  fubjedl  which  he  wiihed  to  expound,  as  by  dating  la  the 
Houfe  the  hi{h>ry  of  this  bulinefs,  as  by  ilating  the  caufe  diat  operat* 
ed  on  his  mind  firft  to  conceive  the  thing,  and  laftly  to  make  it  a 
fubjed  of  difcuflion  in  diat  houfe.    He  faid,  he  had  been  lead,  in  the 
eourfe  of  profeflional  inquiry,  to  the  articles  of  the  Union  between 
Scotland  and  England  in  all  their  parts,  and  to  attend  minutely  to 
that  period  of  our  hi{lor}%     In  addition  to  this,  there  was  a  diicufiLofi 
in  this  and  the  odier  Houfe  of  Parliament,  •in  the  eourfe  of  the  lafi 
fejflTion,  which  arofe  on  die  Treafonable  Correfpondence  bill,  which 
excited  his  attention,  and  in  which  he  took  an  a£live  part.    It  hap* 
pened  to  him,  in  the  eourfe  of  his  profeflional  duty,  to  be  engaged  in 
a  quellion  whidi  gentlemen  knew  had  occurred  in  the  other  Houfe  ; 
and  he  was  not  going  to  tranfgreiis  any  rule  of  that  Houfe  hy  men- 
tioning the  other  Houfe  of  Parliament,  bccauic  he  was  only  about  to 
fpeak  of  it  as  the  Supreme  Court  of  Juftice  in  tliis  nation  ;  and  there- 
fore he  might  ftate  any  cafe  that  occurred  in  that  Houfe,  in  the  fame 
manner  as  he  would  a  cafe  that  had  been  decided  in  any  of  the 
Courts  in  Weflminder  Hall.     Some  years  ago  a  quedion  was  a^« 
tated  in  the  other  Houfe  of  Parliament,  Whcdiar  or  no  an  appeal 
lay  to  the  Houfe  of  Lords  in  England,  not  only  from  the  Su|»rmc 
Court  of  Judiciary  in  Scotland,  but  alfo  from  the  Circuit  Courts  in 
that  part  of  the  country,  which  were  not  in  their  nature  like  the 
Circuits  in  England,  where  the  judges  fat  under  a  particular  com- 
mifllon,  but  were  Supreme  Courts. 

He  wi(hed  the  Houfe  to  underftand,  that  he  meant  to  confine 
the  objecS  of  his  propofition  to  matter  of  law  only,  and  not  to 
matter  of  h(k.     That  quedion  had  been  agitated  on  various  oc- 
caiions  ;  and,  in  confequencc  of  a  judgement  given  by  the  Court 
of  Judiciary  lad  feflion,  an  appeal  was  prefented  to  the  Houfe 
of  Lords  from  that  judgement.    At  drft  the  Houfe  concluded,  that 
the  fubjedl  had  been  decided.     But  a  rK>ble  Lord  thought  there  was 
a  didindlion  between  that  cafe  and  diofe  that  had  been  determined. 
That  cafe  was  a  mifdemeanor.     The  others  were  cafes  of  capital 
crimes,    and,   therefore.    Lord   Thurlow  was  of   opinion,    that 
counfel  diould  be  heard  on.  the  petition  to  appeal,  and  he  was  heard 
accordingly.     It  was  the  cafe  of  Robcrtfon  and  Berry,  who  had 
been  committed  for  a  mifdemeanor.     The  cafe  was  heard  with 
great  attention  before  Lord  Thurlow,  the  prefent  Lord  Chancellor, 
and  the  Chief  Judicc  of  the  King's  Bench.     After  liearing  the  ar- 
guments  on  both  fides,  thcfe  didinguiflied  pcrfons  delivered  Jtria- 
tim  a  deliberate  judgement,  and  in  the  eourfe  of  it  the  matter  iv^i 
put  completely  to  red ;  as  after  confidering  all  the  cafes,  thqr  thoight 
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ft  was  impofiible  to  decide  that  an  appeal  lay  from  the  Court  of  Jnf- 
ticiary  to  the  Houfe  of  Lords,  in  die  cafe  of  a  mifdemeanor. — ^That 
was  a  term  not  known  to  the  law  of  Scotland  ;  but  ^  it  was  known 
to  the  Ei^lith,  he  ehofe  to  ufe  it  rather  than  the  term  Deliff,  or 
any  otfier  phrafe  of  the  law  of  Scotland.  In  the  courfe  of  that 
judgement.  Lord  Thurlow  fignificd,  that  he  was  boimd  to  decide 
according  to 'die  ftri£t  law  ;  but  that  expediency  required  that  there 
fiiould  be  fome  Parliamentary  regulation  on  this  fubjefl. 

He  had  tiKrcfore  brought  forward  the  confideration  of  this  fub- 
jcd  for  an  cna<fHng  biU  for  the  purpofe  of  regulating  this  fubjeft. 
Thus,  he  faid,  he  had  ftated  how  the  matter  came  to  originate 
in  his  mmdy  and  bow  he  came  to  propofe  a  mcafure  ondiefubje^ 
in  that  Houfe,  never  having  done  fo  on  any  former  occafion,  what- 
ever part  he  might  have  taken  in  the  debates  where  the  fubje£b  had 
been  brot^ht  on  by  other  perfons.  It  came  to  be  neceflary  at  the 
fame  dme  to  confider,  what  was  the  juft  foundation,  what  was  the 
real  ground,  on  which  this  meafure  ought  to  proceed.  As  he  had  al- 
ready fiated,  he  had  occafion  to  look  particularly  into  the  hiftory  and 
articles  of  the  Union,  and  of  thofe  ftatut^s  which  had  paffed  rela- 
li^T  to  the  criminal  law  of  Scotland  fince  the  Union  ;  and  he 
thought  he  could  ftate,  without  the  poflibility  of  contradidion,  that 
he  was  fupported  by  one  of  the  articles  in  what  he  was  then  to  pro- 
pofe>  and  that  he  was  walking  according  to  (^ricSl  rules  and  principles. 
Such  was  the  nature  and  objeft  of  his  propofition,  that  the  1 8th  ar- 
ticle of  Union  would  juftify,  if  it  did  not  commarKl  it.  With  re- 
gard to  the  civil  law  and  private  rights  of  individuals,  that  fhali  not 
be  altered  by  the  Parliament  of  England,  except  in  cafes  of  the  ut- 
moft  neceffity.  But  with  regard  to  the  criminal  law,  fhat  on  the  au^ 
thsritj  of  this  article^  might  be  altered.  What  had  the  Parliament 
of  England  done  fince  the  Union }  He  found  that  d^e  law  of 
England  and  Scotland,  with  refpe£l  to  high  treafon,  hadbeen  made 
conibnnabte  to  each  other,  and  that  this  was  done  at  once-  All  the 
foims  of  proceeding  with  regard  to  this  crime  as  they  exifted  xxi 
Eng^nd,  were  alfo  made  the  forms  in  the  criminal  law  of  Scot* 
bnd.  The  mode  of  trial,  the  rcdrefs  after  trial,  every  things 
in  (hort,  was  incorporated  into  the  body  of  the  criminal  law  of  Scot- 
land, in  the  £ime  way  a3  it  exifted  in  England  by  a<£t  of  Parlia- 
ment. 

Mr.  Adam  obfcrved  there  were  a  variety  of  other  adts  ^liich  he 
Ihoold  not  eniunerate.  There  were  nine  or  ten  in  number,  from 
the  Uruon  to  the  prcfcnt  time.  One  of  thefe  fcemed  to  be  effcntial  ♦ 
riic  ajft  for  aboliihing  heritable  jurifdiftions,  and  for  further  improving 
ftc  Union,  ib  dnt  firom  the  year  1 706,  down  to  1 74a,  there  were 
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alterations  introduced  in  the  criminal  law  of  Scotland,  which  were  of 
the  nature  of  the  propofition  he  had  to  make  to  the  Houfe,  and  thofe 
alterations  were  made  upon  the  footing  of  being  improvements  an 
the  Union  between  the  two  countries. 

He  obfervedy  that  he  had  dated  the  grounds  he  flood  upon,  and 
the  various  z&s  of  Parliament  pafTed  on  the  footing  of  the  1 8th  arti- 
cle of  Union,  and  which  went  diredtly  to  alter  the  criminal  law  of 
Scotiand.  He  conceived,  therefore,  he  had  done  enough  in  point  of 
precedent  to  (hew  the  propriety  of  their  entertaining  a  quedion  of  this 
kind,  if  he  could  make  out  tliat  in  point  of  policy  and  juflice  it  would 
be  a  right  bill  for  the  Legiflature  to  pafs.  He  thought  it  eiientially 
neceflary-  in  a  queftion  which  was  in  fome  meafure  new,  and  which 
had  not  been  under  the  deliberation  of  that  Houfe,  to  ftatc  ^at  fuch 
a  bill  as  he  was  about  to  move  for,  ought  to  be.  Fird  of  all,  he 
conceived  that  on  the  authority  of  the  1 8th  article  of  Uiuon,  he 
(hould  endeavour,  as  much  as  the  two  countries  would  permit,  to 
found  his  regulations  on  the  laws  of  England.  He  ihould  explain 
the  nature  of  his  bill,  and  tlie  mode  by  which  he  meant  to  make  his 
appeal. 

Gentlemen  who  belonged  to  the  legal  profefllon  knew  pcrfeflly 
well,  that  there  was  a  diftinftion  with  regard  to  wTits  of  error  from 
the  courts  at  Weftminfter  to  the  dernier  refort.     In  all  civil  matters 
the  party  was  now  entitled  to  a  writ  of  error  as  matter  of  courfc. 
But  according  to  the  laws  of  England,  a  difference  took  place  in  cri- 
minal cafes  with  refped  to  writs  of  error.    In  the  cafe  of  mifdemea- 
nors,  an  application  was  made  to  the  Attorney  General  for  a  writ  of 
error,  and  it  was  granted  ex  debita  juflUia.     In  the  cafe  of  capital 
offences  an  application  was  made  to  the  Crown  by  petition.     Here  it 
was  matter  of  favour,  and  was  not  obtained  ex  debito  juftitta^  as  in 
the  cafe  of  a  mifdemcanor.     Whether  this  was  wife  or  not  he  did 
not  inquire.  His  idea  was,  in  order  to  have  an  appeal  from  the  Court 
of  Judiciary  to  the  Houfe  of  Lords,  to  introduce  a  provifion,  in  the 
cafe  of  mifdcmeanors,  to  authorize  the  Lord  Advocate  of  Scotland, 
like  the  Attorney  General  of  England  to  grant  the  defendant  that  pri- 
vilege ;  and  in  the  cafe  of  capital  crimes,  that  an  application  fhould 
be  made  to  the  Crown  to  grant  it  according  to  difcreti(xi.     He  oh- 
ferved,  that  he  had  flated  to  the  Houfe,  that  an  appeal,  and  not  a 
writ  of  error  fhould  be  granted,  becaufe  the  word  appeal  was  generally 
underflood  in  Scotland,  a  writ  of  error  was  not.     When  an  appeal 
was  made  from  any  fentence  of  the  Court  of  Jufticiaiy,  or  the  Cir- 
cuit Courts,  his  idea  was,  that  the  Record  fhould  be  moved  from 
the  Court  of  Scotland  to  the  Court  of  England,  for  the  puipofe  of 
detedlirig  any  error  that  might  appear  on  that  Record.     The  rcgula- 
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doro?  of  his  intended  bill,  would  only  relate-to  matters  of  law,  and 
vould  be  confined  to  errors  which  might  appear  on  the  fece  of  the 
record.  In  Scotland,  the  record  was  not  made  vp  cxadtly  in  the 
feme  manner  as  in  England.  The  verdi6t  of  the  Jiiiy  was  delivered 
in,  in  writing,  and  it  might  be  the  fubjcct  of  confideration,  whether 
there  (hould  not  be  another  A6t  of  Parliament,  to  authorifc  the  Jury^ 
to  deliver  it  in  viva  vociy  as  in  England.  This,  by  bringing  the 
Judges  and  Jury  together,  would  give  an  opportunity  for  difcufllon, 
and  infinitely  forward  the  ends  of  Juftice.  Mr.  Adam  here  pointed 
out  the  manner  in  which  records  were  made  up,  by  the  pradlice  of 
Scotland. 

He  (aid  thefe  were  almoft  all  the  regulations  he  meant  to  ftate. 
The  only  thing  that  remained  was,  to  ftate  a  few  things  with  regard 
to  the  wifdom  or  folly,  thejuftice  or  injuftice,  of  fuch  regulations  as 
he  was  about  to  propofe.  He  took  it  to  be  a  propofal  to  do  that  which 
had  not  been  done  before,  merely  becaufe  it  was  not  feen  that  it  did 
not  exift.  In  point  of  principle,  if  it  had  been  known  at  the  Uni6n 
there  was  no  appeal  from  the  criminal  Courts  of  Scotland  to  the  fu-. 
premc  Court  in  this  countiy,  fome  regulations  muft  have  taken  place. 
He  meant  to  reft  this  entirely  on  general  principles.  If  thcte  was  a 
dear,  diliindl,  intelligible,  and;  he  might  fay,  univerfal  principle 
of  judicial  jurifprudehce,  it  was  this,  that  no  court  where  any  cafe 
originated  ought  to  be  the  court  finally  and  alone  to  determine  that 
cafe.  He  took  that  to  be  a  principle  which  pervaded  the  whole  fyftem 
cf  judicial  polity  both  in  England  and  Scotland,  widithis  fi'ngle  ex- 
ception. He  had  read,  that  It  was  repugnant  to  the  principles  of  our 
Cohftitution,  that  the  decifion  of  any  court  fhould  be  final  where  th6 
bufincfe  originated.  Tlie  Court  of  Jiifticiaty  was  the  only  court  of 
that  defcriptioh  in  this  kingdom.  He  therefore  conceived  that  the 
Lcgiflature,  by  a  wife  law,-  if  the  propofilion  he  was  about  to  fubmif 
was  not  wife,  fhoiild  take  it  oUt  of  that  predicament,  and  put  it  on 
the  fame  footing  with  the  Court  of  S<;{rio^,  from  wliich  *  an  ^appeal 
%  to  the  houfe  of  Lords, 

With  regard  to  civil  matters,  there  was  an  ai>pcal  of  courfe  to  the 
Parliament  of  Scotland ;  artd  In  corifequence  of  the  Uiiion,  the  Brififh 
Parliament  became,  ipJofaBoy  the  court  to  try  tliefe  appeals,  wluch 
had  formerly  been  made  in  civil  dales  to' the  Scottifti  Parliament! 

With  regard  to  criminal  matters  in  Scotland,  any  fcntence  or 
judgement  of  an  inferior  court,  2ts  for  inftaricej  of  the  Sheriff's  Court, 
ihight  be  carried  by  appeal  (by  a  bill  of  Adjudication)  before  the  High 
Court  of  Jufticiary ;  (b  that  the  policy  <A  tlut  part  of  the  country 
with  regard  to  criminal  matters,  was  fo  far  on  the  fame  footing  with 
England  ;  and  he  fubmitted  whether  it  was  pofllble  for  any  man  tQ 
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iugged  the  (hadow  of  a  rcafon  why  this  finglc  cxcdptiort  (hould  con- 
tinue. He  meant  in  ^hat  he  propofed,  no  difrefpcft  to  any  man  or 
body  of  men  ;  he  meant  no  difrcfpeft  to  the  Scottilh  Judges,  but  the 
true  foundation  of  the  univerfal  principle  of  juftice  which  he  had 
dated,  was  to  prevent  thofe  who  mig^t  be  poffeffed  of  the  greateft  in- 
tegrity and  honour  from  falling  into  an  error  inci<Ient  to  human 
natufc,  even  in  its  beft  and  moft  improved  ftate.  It  was  well  known, 
tliat  when  the  fcntcnces  and  judgements  of  any  court  were  liable  to  re* 
vifion,  they  might  be  prefumed  to  take  more  care,  and  to  be  more 
crrcumfpeA  that  their  decifions  were  according  to  the  principles  of  juf- 
tice, than  they  might  do  if  their  determinations  were  final.  Ancf 
though  the  cafes  of  appeal-  were  cxtrcmdy  few,  yet  the  right  of  ap- 

?ealing  Was  a  matter  of  the  greateft  confequence,  and  made  fnferiur 
udgw  attend  to  their  decJfion  with  the  degree  of  ftri£lnefs  and  ac- 
curacy that  were  obferved  by  the  Judges  of  England. 

The  only  obje£Hon  he  could  conceive  that  could  be  made  to  thi« 
propofition  was  tliis :  It  might  be  faid  that  it  would  be  attended  with 
trsconvenience,  to  bring  cafes  of  crimioal  law  from  Scotland,  to  a 
tribunal  that  did  not  underftand  the  fyftcm  of  Scottifti  criminal  law. 
If  that  was  an  obje^ion  in  matters  of  crime,  it  held  mud)^  more 
ftrongly  in  matters  of  civ3  right.  The  criminal  law  of  every  coun- 
try was  extremely  alike ;  murder,  for  inftance,.  was  the  fame  through-^ 
<)ut  the  world ;  robbery,  theft,  and  every  other  crime  that  was  the 
fubject  of  criminal  judicature,  was  of  the  Tame  nature  every-wherc  ; 
and  the  reafonings  of  mankind  in  thefe  crimes  were  cveiy- where  the 
fame*  There  was  not  oniy  a  ftror^  analogy  between  the  criminal 
law  of  England  :md  of  Scotland,  as  there  w;as  in  the  law  of  every 
other  60untr)%  but  there  was  a  ftrong  analtigy  alfo  in  the  mode  of 
proceeding.  Their  mode  of  trial  by  Jury  was  the  fame  ;  every  thing 
was  the  fame,  except  one  circumftance ;  a  right  in  the  Houfc  of  Lords 
to  review  the  fentences  of  the  Court  of  Jufticiary,  and  the  Circuit 
Courts.  It  was  rmpoflible  to*  fuppofe  this  propofition  meant  to  re-^ 
flcft  any  diihonour  upon  any  Courf  of  Juftice.  If  it  did,  the  Judges 
,  of  England  were-  difgraecd  every  day.  !^  fccmed  therefore  to  him 
on  every  principle,  and  in  every  view  hc^ad  been  able  to  confided 
this  fubjcdi,  that  there  was  no  objeftion  whatever  to  his  propofition. 
It  was  formerly  the  praftice  of  the-  Ceremonial  CouFts,  to  have  die 
evidence  taken  down  'Derbatim,  which  made  part  of  the  record. 
This  made  Biihop  Burnet  fuppofe,  thefe  furni(hcd  more  authentic 
records  of  the  country,  than  the  trials  in  England.  That  praflicc 
was  taken  away  by  an  aft,  and  very  xocently  that  aOi  was  aiiie  per-, 
pctual^ 
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Mr.  Adam  concluded  with  moving,  **  for  leave  to  bring  in  a 
ImU  to  give  an  appeni  to  the  I^rds  in  Parliament  from  judgements 
and  fentenccs  of  the  Court  of  Jufticiary  and  eireuit  Courts  in  Scot- 
hnd»  in  matters  of  law,  and  tliat  this  be  referred  to  a  Committee 
of  the  whole  Houfe.'* 

Mr.  ANSTRUTHER  faid,  that  nothing  could  be  more  candid 
and  fair  than  the  manner  in  which  the  honourable  gentleman  had 
brought  forward  his  motion.     But  while  he  gave  hin^  credit  for  die 
nxjtivcs  frT.>m  which  he  had  aiftcd,  of  the  thing  itfclf  he  could  not  ap- 
prove.     He  objcftcd  not  to  the  competency  of  any  honourable  gen- 
tleman to  bring  forward  fuch  a  motion,  but  to  the  grounds  upon 
vhich  It  was  brought  forward  in  the  prefcnt  inftance,  and  tlie  prin- 
pplcs  which  it  was  intended  to  introduce.     He  had  expcded  that  the 
learned  gentleman  in  making  this  motion,  would  have  attempted  to 
fticw,  that  there  w*as  fome  ground  to  believe  that  an  appeal  lay,   in 
matters  of  law,  in  the  ancient  pradicc  of  the  Court ;  or  that  at 
Icaft  the  queflion  w^s  doubtful.     No  fuch  thing.     No  appeal  ever 
lay  from  the  Court,  either  to  the  Parliament  of  Scotland,  or  to  the 
Parliament  gf  Great  Britain,  in  fuch  cafes.     The  Court  of  Jufti- 
ciary was  firft  inftituted  in  1672  ;  from  its  firft  inOitution  to  the  pe- 
riod of  the  Union,  and  from  that  peritnl  to  the  prefcnt  time,  its  re- 
cords w^erc  perfect.     No  in  (lance  was  to  be  found  of  any  one  appeal 
having  ever  taken  place.     What  therefore  the  motion  went  to  intro- 
duce was  pcrfciSIy  new  and  unprecedented.     The  queftion  of  appeal, 
from  its  great  importance,  had  indeed  been  often  agitated.     The 
learned  gentleman  had  mentioned  the  opinion  of  Lord  Thurlow,  ^ 
that  fomething  ought  to  be  done.     But  to  tins  opinion  he  was  en- 
abled to  oppofe  the  authorit)'  of  Lord  Mansfield,  who  after  a  folemn 
Invcftigation  of  the  queflion,  decided  that  no  appeal  lay.    No  appeal, 
then,  it  appeared,  had  ever  been  thought  of,  nor  had  fo  much  as  a 
doubt  been  entertained  with  rcfpedl  to  the  queftion.     The  motion 
then  propofed  a  mcafure,  not  for  clearing  up  what  might  be  matter 
of  doqbt,  or  reftoring  the  law  to  its  ancient  principles,  but  for  in- 
troducing, what  is  not  even  allcdgcd  to  have  had  any  exiftence, 
and  was  altogether  new  in  practice.     The  learned  gentleman  had 
fated  that  it  was  the  wi(h  and  Jcfire  of  the  people  of  Scotland,  that 
this  appeal  fhould  be  adopted.     From  his  own  knowledge  he  could 
affirm,  that  almoft  all  tl\e  inhabitants  of  riiat  part  of  the  kingdom 
were  perfe<JHy  fatisfied  with  the  Adminiftration  of  the  la-vr,  as*  it  now 
ftands.-     They  were  pcrfuaded  of  its  excellence,  and  fcnfible  of  the 
bleflings  which  they  enjoyed  under  its  protcdtion.      How  dangerous 
then  would  it  be,  from  notions  of  the  fuperiority  of  the  law  of  Eng- 
land, to  attempt  to  introduce  it  into  Scotland,  and  ainmilate  the  law 
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cf  the  one  country  to  the  other !   It  was,  no  doubt,  natural  that  moft 
of  the  Members  of  that  Houfe  fhould  give  the  preference  to  the  law 
of  England)  from  the  predileSion  which  every  man  felt  for  the  laws 
of  that  country  in  which  he  was  born,  and  under  which  he  lived. 
The  fame  partiality  the  people  of  Scotland  felt  fcr  their  own  fyftem 
of  jurifili£)ion  ;  and  it  would  be  impolitic  and  hazardous  in  the  ex- 
treme, to  attempt  any  altcratbn.     The  learned  gentleman  had  men- 
tioned that  Lord  Thurlow  had  faid  that  fomething  ought  to  be  done 
with  refpcft  to  this  queftion  of  appeal.     If  that  noble  Lotd  conceiv- 
ed fomething  necefiary  to  be  done,  why  did  not  he,  himfelf,   under- 
take to  do  It  f  Scotland  had  certainly  been  much  indebted  to  that 
noble  Lord  for  the  attention  and  diligence  which  he  had  exerted  in 
all  cafes  of  appeal  from  that  country ;  they  formed  a  very  laborious 
part  of  bis  official  duty  ;  but  had  the  appeals  propofed  by  the  moiioa 
been  introduced,  the  labour  would  have  been  confiderably  increafed. 
The  learned  gentleman  had  dated  as  a  maxim,  that  no  trial  ought  to 
be  finally  decided  in  that  Court  where  it  firft  originated  without  the 
review  and  revifion  of  fome  other  jurifdidion.      But  was  this  the 
cafe  even  in  the  law  of  England  r     It  certainly  ^-as  not  in  the  in- 
ftanccs  of  the  trial  of  a  Peer,  or  of  a  Member  of  the  Houfe  of 
Cx)mmons  by  the  Houfe  of  Peers.     In  cafes  of  treafcn  and  felony, 
the  \n\t  of  error  was  as  much  a  matter  of  favour,  as  even  an  ab- 
folute  pardon.    When  tlicrcfore  the  learned  gentleman  fajrs  he  would 
allow  of  a  writ  of  error  in  all  cafes  not  capital,  he  would  allow  it  in 
nine  cafes  out  often ;  where  it  is  not  allowed  by  the  law  of  En^and. 
The  tendeiKy  of  this  motion  then,  to  which  he  objeded,  was,  that  it 
went  not  only  to  alter  the  whole  conftrudJion  of  the  proceedings  of 
the  Court  of  Jufticiary,  but  to  alter  the  whole  law  of  Scotland,  and 
to  alter  it  in  the  worft  way,  by  judicial  decifions.  So  avcrfc  was  he  to 
this  meafurc  that  he  would  rather  all  at  once  approve  of  a  bill  to  trans- 
fer the  law  of  England  into  the  law  of  Sa  tland.    He  muft  here  re- 
mark, that  by  die  law  of  Scotland  the  defendant  enjoys  advantages 
which  he  is  not  entitled  to  by  the  law  of  England.    He  is  p nrfcnted 
with  a  cq)y  of  his  indi<S):ment  fifteen  days  before  his  trial,  and  alfo 
with  a  lift  of  the  wicneifes,  and  he  is  allowed  Counfcl  in  every  ftagc 
of  the  proceeding.     If  this  appeal  is  to  be  granted,  at  what  ftageof 
the  profccution  is  it  to  take  place  ?      In  Scotland  the  queftion  is  prc- 
vioufly  tried,  whether  the  libel  is  found  relevant,  and  if  it  be  to  take 
place  at  this  ftagc,  all  the  proceedings  for  the  firft  ftage  of  the  trial 
muft  be  interrupted  and  fet  altde.      Beftdcs,  were  a  man  to  decide  in 
his  clofct,  what  would  form  the  nwft  proper  Court  of  Appeal,  he 
would  certainly  rK)t  fix  upon  the  Houfe  of  Peers  as  the  beft  qualified 
for  this  purpofc.     Many  advantages  they  indeed  pc^flcfe  with  rcfjxrft 
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to  tbc  knowledge  of  the  law  of  England,  but  not  'Aith  rcfpcA  to  tl\c 
law  of  ScUland.  Htr.vevcr  practice  m'ght  have  the  effect  to  beget 
this  knowledge,  tlic  uivjertair.lv  of  all  advantagci;  founded  on  theorv, 
fufiickntly  juftilks  me  in  oppc/mg  this  nr.oiljn.  I  objcci  to  it  on  the 
more  folai  grounds,  that  the  meafure  it  propofcs  is  neither  fought  for 
by  die  people,  for  whofe  benefit  it  is  inreuded,  nor  founded  in  any 
principle  of  the  ancient  law  of  the  countn% 

The  SOLICITOR  GENERAL  oppofcd  the  bringing  in  of 
a  bill  upon  the  fame  grounds  with  Mr.  Anflruther. 

Mr.  Serjeant  AD AI R  faid,  he  did  not  expe^St  that  a  propofition 
of  tlus  kind  would  have  been  q^pofed,  in  the  firft  indance,  as  it 
had,  by  the  learned  gentleman  wl»o  fpoke  laft.     Ke  could  not  help 
spplauding  the  candour,  as  well  as  the  abtiit}^,  with  which  this 
fabjc£t  was  opened;  and  he  did  not  believe,  that  hjs  learned  friend 
-en  ihc  other  fide,  would  cifily  j'Kfrfuade  the  Houfe  to  ilrangle  in  its 
birth  a  prr-.olition  founded  on  fuch  principles,  brought  forward  in 
fuch  a  manner,  and  which  prctntcd  objc(5ls  of  fuch  importance  to  tlie 
attention  of  that  Houfe.     Ke  did  not  fee  how  diat  attention  could 
be  fiiliy  given  to  it  if  the  motion  w.is  rcjeficd,  for  tlie  whole  merits 
of  the  qucftion  would  in  that  cafe  be  laid  aiide  \  and  he  could  not 
help  faying,  that  his  learned  fiiend  had  hiid  down  ample  ground 
to  call  at  lealt  fi>r  difcuflion,  and  nothing  more  was  ar«:ed  by  the 
motion  for  referring  it  to  a  committee.      It  was  alledged  that  a 
ground  (hould  have  been  laid  for  tlie  pr(^po{ltion  before  the  Houfe, 
by  (hewing  that,  at  fome  period  or  other,  there  had  been  an  appeal 
from  the  Court  of  Jufticiary  in  Scotland,  or  at  leaft  that  doubts  had 
been  entertained  upon  that  fubjed ;  but,  on  the  contrary,  it  was 
clear  beyond  a  doubt  that  there  were  no  precedents  of  appeals  from 
the  High  Court  of  Jbfticiary  on  record,     l^his  objedion  would 
have  been  g(xxi,  if  it  had  been  pVoppfcd  to  introduce  a  Declaratory 
bill.     But  the  learned  gentleman  who  made  the  motion  plainly 
told  the  Houfe,  that  he  meant  to  alter  the  law  of  Scotland  ;  there- 
fore it  was  not  in  precedents,  but  on  argument,  that  he  muft  rely. 
He  had  avowed  his  intention  to  introduce  a  new  law,  but  the  mea-. 
fure  pn>pofed  by  him  was  not  wirliout  analogy,  fince.  In  Scotland, 
appeals  were  permitted  from  the  inferior  to  the  fuperior  courts,  not 
only  in  civil  but  in  criminal  cafes ;  therefore  no  principle  of  the 
law  of  that  country  would  be  violated:  and  though  a  new  lato 
would  be  cnadcd,  no  novelty  in  prlmiple  would  be  introduced. 

It  had  been  faid,  this  bill  v^-as  not  dclircd  by  the  people  of  Scot- 
land— this  objc%^ion  was  to  him  entirely  new.  He  differed  widely 
from  the  learned  gentleman  who  had  jufl  preceded  him  in  this  de- 
bate, upon  the  idea  that  the  Houfe  (hould  not  enter  into  any  dif- 
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cuflion  of  the  alteration  of  the  few  of  any  part  of  this  kingcfom, 
nnlcfs  the  people  of  that  part  had  expreffed  a  general  Midi  for  that 
purpofe :  he  thought  It,  on  the  contrary,  the  duty  of  that  Houfe 
to  inquire  Into  fuch  matters  of  themfclves.     Very  few  laws,   none 
relating  to  tlie  adminiftration  of  juftice,  withfti  his  recollg<!f>ion, 
had  been  mad©  folcly  on  the  dcfirc  of  the  people ;  they  were  made, 
altered,  and  improved  by  the  Legiflatyre  thcmfelves,  upon  tfiafuro 
deliberation.     If  the  Legiflature  tliought  a  law  ncccfl&jrjs  tkcy  were 
bound  to  enact  it,  without  wniting  for  petitions  from  thofe,  who 
were  Icfs  qualified  than  themfclves,  to  form  a  judgement  on  the 
fubjecV.     Tlicrc  was  one  thing,  however,   which  he  was  glad  ra 
henr,  and  at  which  no  Member  of  tht»t  Houfe  would  rejoice  ir.ore 
fincercly  than  himfdf,  it  lie  could  receive  it  with  implicit  credit. 
He  meant  the^  nlTcrtion  thnt  the  people  of  Scotland  were  untvcrfally 
contented  with  the  administration  of  criminal  juftice.     His  lcam<.d 
friend  had  trrj  loiv;^  r.brcntcd  himfelf  from  that  country,  to  fpc^k 
from  l/rs  own  kn<')\vlciJoT  •   he  muft  therefore  excufe  him  for  a  linle 
doubting  the  f  n^,   notwithfl-mding  fo  confident  an  affcrtion  ;  efpr- 
cially  '43  circ»imfl;inccs  well  ki'iown  to  the  public,  ha4  exhibited 
fome  auKv^ard  fymptoms  of  a  very  cohtriry  difpf>fiiion.      But  the 
ht^Ci  way  to  make  the  ptx>plc  of  Scotland  oon^ented  if  they  were  not, 
or  to  keep  them  fo  if  they  were,  ^vas,  to  conviiKC  them  that  tp.c 
Parliament  of  Great  Britain  was  ever  attentive  ro  their  interc.'rs 
and  their  rights  ;  and  av'^ing  as  the  reprefentativc  of  both  kingdon^s, 
was  defirous  that  cvcr\*  benefit  and  evcty  privilege  enjoyed  by  the 
people  ot  xhfi  one,  fhould  be  exrcnded  to  their  fellow- iubj cits  in 
'^hc  other.     He  differed  much  from  the  learned  gcntlcrwan,  as  to 
the  unpojmlarit)'  of  the  mcafure,  and  the  h^;:tlmtp  of  fubjecling  tlie 
people  of  Scotland  to  the  law  of  England  ;  he  did  not  by  any 
means  think  that  the  people  of  Scotland  would  have  much  rcafrn 
fo  be  diflatisSed  with  fuch  an  alteration,  or  that  any  gentleman 
'"^jvould  he  very  unpopular,  who  (liould  pro|K>fe  fuch  a  mcafure. 
From  the  little  hq  knew  of  tlie  laws  of  Scotland,  he  did  not  tliink 
they  were  tnueh  ifnferior  tp  the  criminal  laws  of  England,  and 
that  the  people  woqld  not  be  greatly  injured,  nor  feel  a  ftrong  re- 
fcntment  at  3n  innovation.     He  was  not,  liowever  of  orir>ion,  that 
^ne  fiiort  bill,  to  alter  a,  whole  fyftcm  of  laws,  was  as  good  a  mode 
of  improvement  as  a  gradual  alteration.      It  was  by  gradual  expe- 
rience  that  our  laws  had  been,  amended  and  altered  into  the  per- 
fcQion  in  which  they  now  appeared  \  gradual  alteration  was  filent, 
fafe,  and  imperceptible,  while  fudden  and  violent  chains,  however 
found  the  principles  on  which  they  were  founded  might  appear, 
were  dangerous  in  their  nature,  and  tended  to  eonvulfc  tjic  ftate 
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into  wWch  tf".ev  t^cre  introduced.  The  laws  and  conflifjtion  of 
Kngiaod  were  not  framed  at  once  by  a  legiflator  or  philofophcr, 
fpccjlating  upon  abftnict  principles  in  his  clcfct ;  but  thcv'  were 
lac  refult  of  the  M'ifJom  of  ages,  matured  by  a<;es  of  exferisn^r^ 
AnJ  It  was  to  thif,  in  his  opini<m,  chiefly  to  be  afcribcJ,  rti3t 
they  had  progreflivcly  attained  to  a  degree  of  cxcelicace,  uncqualioi 
in  the  hiftory  of  mankind. 

Wixh  this  degree  of  cJaution^  and  proceeding  (Icp  by  ftq)^  he 
aJtnowIcrigcd  Lt  vvas  his  wifh  trt  affimilatc  the  bifts  of  SvTotlnnd  tt> 
thidc  of  £n;iland,  cfpecially  wich  regard  to  the  admialllnLlion  oH 
criannal  jiiiucc. 

He  €uuUi  line  allow  that  an^  Apology  was  needful  from  ius 
Lrarncd  friend,  ^ho  had  propoCcd  to  introduce  this  change,  on. 
a:c*juat  of  Ac  Articles  of  Union  between  the  two  nations.  He  ut-» 
tcrly  di&laimed  diat  argument,  wiKirevcr  it  \vas  attempted  to  te 
ufcd.  To  fuppofe  tfiat  it  was  pofllble  iot  any  thirtg  contained  in  that 
Ad  to  rcftrain  the  foteicign  autboiity  of  Parliament,  was  equaBy 
contrary  lo  the  principles  of  governnient,  and  to  common  {cole. 
The  Parliament  of  Great  Britain  was  alikt  the  Reprefeotaui;^ 
tnd  fovereign  Leglflature  of  both  kiilgdoms ;  and  it  was  not  only 
competent,  but  bound  in  duty,  to  make  fucti  alterations  and  tin-^ 
provemcnts  in  the  laws  of  either,  as  experience  fuggefted  to  ht 
tveccfliiry  for  the  particular  welfare  of  that  part,  or  the  geneial 
intercfts  of  the  whole. 

But  It  happened  that  the  propofition,  in  this  inflance,  m-as  pcen« 
Ihrly  congenial  witli  the  fpirit  of  the  Union;  for,  in  the  i8th 
Article  it  was  faid«  "  that  tlic  laws  which  concern  public  rigltf^ 
"  plicy,  and  civil  govcmmenr,  may  be  made  the  fame  throughout 
'^  the  whole  onttcd  kingdom ;  but  that  np  alteration  be  made  in 
'*  laws  which  concern  private  rights  except  for  evident  utility  rf 
*'  the  fubjeds  within  Scotland."  From  hence  it  was  evident,  bc- 
ycnkl  a  doubt,  that  (in  thofe  particulars,  of  wliich  the  adminiftra- 
fion  of  juftice  muft  clearly  be  admitted  to  be  one)  the  gradual 
f^mhaion  of  the  Uws  of  the  two  kingdoms,  Iras  sin  objev!it  in  the 
cuntdtiplatioit  of  thofe  great  men,  who  negociated  that  important 
toty.  And  therefore  that  this  motion  was  founded  on  the  very 
frinci|)les  on  which  the  Umon  was  origin  illy  efl:ablifhe<i. 

He  faid  there  was  one  thing  that  had  fallen  fronfi  tljc  learned 
gentleman  on  the  other  fide,  with  refpciS  to  the  law  of  England 
itfelf,  which  could  not  be  paffcd  over  in  filcnce,  as  it  was  a  doc- 
^  to  whidi  he  could  never  give  even  a  tacit  alfcnt.  He  had 
ftatcd,  that  a  writ  of  error  in  a  capital  ofltncc  was  matter  of  pure 
^«w  from  the  Crown.     This  was  nor  his  Idea  of  that  writ :  he 
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took  It  to  be  a  matter  of  jafticc  to  grant  that  wiit  on  a  faJr  groand 
being  laid  for  the  applicaTion.     All  that  was  meant  by  our  law 
bouksy  when  it  w^s  faid  that  a  writ  of  error,  in  capital  cafes,  ^^s 
not  demandable  as  of  right,  but  mfght  be  gf anted  or  rcfiifed  by  Kis 
Majeftj',  according  to  hU  royal  difcrction,  was  only,  that  the  law 
liad  provided  no  means,  in  tliofc  cafes,  as  it  had  in  others,   by 
which  tl\e  iffuing  of  fuch  writ  could  be  enforced.      For  if  it  had, 
no  man  would  have  fubmitted  to  a  capital  puniflimcnt,  while  that 
inflrumcnt  of  delay  was  in  his  power.     The  law  therefore  wifely 
cntruftcd  the  prcrc^gattve  of  granting  or  withholding  it  to  the  king^ 
and,  like  other  high  prerogatives  of  the  Crown,  the  conftitution 
placed  It  in  His  Majefty's  hands  in  confidence  that  it  would  never 
be  abufcv!,  and  holding  thofe  refiwnfible  to  the  public,  who  (hould 
advifc  His  Majcfty  to  abufe  it.     If  fubftantial  error  appeared  on 
the  face  of  am-  proceedings,  the  advifers  of  His  Majefty  would  not* 
be  juftifiablc  unVcfs  they  aJvifed  him  to  allow*  the  writ  of  error.* 
Ilicrc  was  no  fuch  thing  as  arbitrary  difcrction  kno^^Ti  to  the  laws 
or  conftitution  of  thefe  kingdoms ;  and  whenever  a  difcretknarj 
power  was  faid  to  be  entrufted  any  vlicrc,  the  cxercife  of  that 
p«)wcr  was  to  be  direcVcd  by  a  juft  and  h^gil,  and  not  by  a  capri- 
cious or  arbitrar)',  difcrction.     The  learned  gentleman  had  made 
diificullies  wiih  regard  to  die  time  of  allowing  the  appeal  from 
Scotland.     Tliat  was  a  queftion  to  be  determined  at  a  future  pe- 
riod.     But  he  thought  the  law  of  this  country  ftiould  be  followed 
in  that  refped?,  and  the  writ  allowed  after  judgement.     He  was. 
afronidicd  that  not  one  wcrd  had  been  faid  ajrainft  the  advanta<ic 
of  the  thing  propofed,  conlidcred  in  its  own  mturc.      He  could 
not  help  faying,  he  admired  the  general  principle  on  which  this 
tnotlon  was  founded,  namely,  that  of  giving  an  appellant  jurir* 
dLdion  from  a  judici.d  dctcrminaiion.     It  was  doubly  good ;  it 
was  gx^d  ioT  the  court  appealed  to  and  the  court  appealed  from» 
rr.akin<j  eacli  more  cautious  than  it  othcrwife  would  be  in  cominoj 
to  a  determination.      Fewer  errors  weie  committed  in'  the  inferior 
courts,  becaufc  thcv  knew  that  Itlicir  decifions  were  liable  to  be 
icviewed ;  and  noticing ,  tt  nded  more  to  make  the"  human  mind 
acamite  in  its  decifions,  than  being  Itxl,  at  the  moment  of  giving 
them,  to  confider  the  reafons,'by  wluch,  when  afterwards  reviewed, 
Aey  mi^ht  be  fup}X)rted.     1  .hey  would  ever  be  a  check  upon  tfie 
Court  (if  Appeal  idclf,  from,  the  folemntty  of  the  difcuffions,  from 
the  attention  that  all  men  paid  to  public  opinion,  and  from  the 
icfpeA  with  which  the  fuperior  court  would  be  obliged  to  "treat  the 
dccifion  of  the  court  below*.     On  thefe  groun<is,  he  would  affent 
to  the  taoti*;a.;  but.  he  did.  net  bind  hiaifclf/ta  ^prcvc  of  snv' 
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daufe  that  might  be  inferted  at  a  future  ftage  of  the  bill,  unle{^  it 
met  with  his  clear  approbation.  ^ 

Mr.  FOX  rofc  to  reprobate  that  new  principle,  of  not  fufFering 
any  improvement  to  take  place  in  our  law,  until  complaints  and 
grievances  loudly  called  for  it,  as  enx)neous  and  dangerous.     He 
urgued  with  great  force  in  favour  of  an  appellant  having  jurifdiftion 
from  the  determination  of  any  court ;  not  that  he  meant  to  impute 
any  corrupt  motives  to  any  body  of  men,  but  becaufe  the  very 
principle  of  an  appeal  was  the  wifeft  that  ever  was  attended  to  in 
the  formation  of  laws  for  civil  fociety,  for  it  went  to  confefs  our 
infirmities  in  all  ftations  of  life;  and  in  liis. opinion  the  greateft 
proof  of  human*  wifdom  was  the  recognition  of  the  weakncfs  of 
human  judgement.     The  article  quoted  from  the  Aft*  of  Union 
fandioned  a  meafure  Tor  aflimilating  the  law  of  the  two  countries. 
The  attachment  of  the  Scotch  to  their  own  laws  was  highly  com- 
mendable, but  they  did  not  wi(h  to  be  on  a  worfe  footing  in  that 
itfpcft  than  their  neighbours — But  it  was  not  his  Intention  to  enter 
into  a  difcuflion  of  the  merits  of  their  laws.    The  difpute  was  only 
about  a  point  of  practice  which  had  become  obfolete.    Hiftory  fur- 
niflied  us  with  inftances  where  appeals  in  criminal  cafes  were  made 
to  the  Privy  Council  of  Scotland ;  and  indeed  it  was  abfurd  to  fay 
that  a  court  fhould  have  no  appellant  jurifdidlion.     The  contrary 
<5oftrine  led  as  back  again  to  the  barbarifm  out  of  which  we  had 
emerged. 

All  the  arguments  which  the  honourable  gentleman  (Mr.  An- 
ftnither)  had  lifed  this  night,  went  equally  againft  the  laws  of  trea- 
fon  and  the  heritable  jurifdiftions,  and  thefc  laws  were  introduced 
into  Scotland,  and  affimilated  with  the  law  of  England.  Diffi- 
culties might  at  firft  appear  on  the  motion  of  his  honourable  friend, 
but  they  were  fuch  as  would  foon  be  obviated,  and  in  time  totally 
removed.  It  had  been  urged  as  argument  alfo,  by  gentlemen  on 
the  other  fide,  that  becaufe  Lord  Thurlow  did  not,  as  his  lordfhip 
conceived  it  rteceffary,  introduce  this  motion  into  the  other  Houfe, 
that  it  (hould  not  be  introduced  in  this  ;  as  if  it  could  Be  inferred, 
that  becaufe  there  were  men  of  talents  and  high  characEler  in  the 
one,  there  fhould  not  be  found  men  alfo  of  equal  ability  in  the 
other  Houfe.— —This  mode  of  rcafcning  he  confidered  as  extremely 
abfurd ;  it  was  acknov/ledged  by  all,  that  the  principle  of  an  ap- 
pellant jurifdi£tion  was  attended  with  the  beft  effedls  in  all  judicial 
ptoccedings,  as  one  court  always  adled  as  under  the  eye  of  s^nother, 
3nd  thus  formed  a  reciprocal  controul.  Of  fuch  importance  did  he 
Q^nfidcr  this  principle  of  appeal,  that  without  it,  a  court,  at  beft, 
®uft  be  badly  framed.  He  denied  the  pofition  of  the  honourable 
Vol.  XXXVIL  '  Q^q 
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gentlemany  that  pardon  in  the  Crown  was.  matter  of  favour,   not 
of  right ;  and  infifted  on  as  a  matter  of  right,   if  on  the  face  of 
the  writ  an  error  was  made  manifeft ;  the  advifers  of  the  Crown 
flood  here  as  refponfible  for   their  ccnduft  as  in  any  other    cafe 
whatever,   and  tliis  refponfibility  conferred   on   the  appellant   a 
right,  not  a  favour.     Mr.   Fox  faid,   he  admired  the  wifdom  that 
difRifed  itfelf  throughout  the  whole  body  of  the  Englifh  jurrifpru- 
dence,  and  thought  the   greateft  advantages  were   to  be  drawn 
from  the  ftudy  and  contemplation  of  thofe  writers  who  excelled  in 
it.     For  his  part,  he  would  not  adopt  the  fentiments  of  Monf. 
Genet,  nor  concur  with  him  in  his  opinion  of  Grotius.     He  was 
concerned  to  find  other  authors  now  treated  with  equal  difrefpe6l« 
No  wife  judge  would  wifh  to  fill  a  feat  in  a  court  of  juftice  with- 
out being  fubje£t  to  revifion  and  controul ;  and  in  fuch  a  fituadon 
he  muft  confider  the  Judges  of  Scotland  neither  happy  nor  com- 
fortable.    Let  me  aflc  (fays  Mr.  Fox)  one  of  thofe  great  lawyers 
oppofite,  whether  he  could  feel  himfelf  happy  in  fudi  a  fituadon^ 
and  he  will  tell  me  no.     I  (hall  diereibre  moft*  decidedly  fuppoit 
the  modon. 

Mr.  Serjeant  WATSON  rofe  and  faid,  that  fome  folid  reafons 
ihould  be  afligned  for  this  change  that  was  to  be  made  in  die  law 
of  Scotland,  and  that  Parliament  (hould  be  caudous  of  engrafting 
the  law  of  Scodand  on  the  law  of  England.  The  principle  feemed 
good  in  theory,  but  the  people  of  Scodand  felt  no  inconvenience, 
no  injury  from  the  law  in  the  prefent  form ;  he  therefore  was  of 
opinion,  that  the  Benefit  (hould  be  vefy  clear,  before  the  aheradon 
Was  attempted,  as  it  was  a  matter  of  much  importance. 

The  MASTER  OF  THE  ROLLS  replied,  and  faid  he  view- 
ed the  ad  of  Union  in  a  different  point  firom  the  gentlemen  who  had 
faid  fo  much  upon  it,  and  confidered  its  principle  as  tending  rather 
to  fecure  than  affimilate  its  laws  to  thofe  of  England.  He  entered 
into  a  nice  and  accurate  detail  of  the  law  of  Scotland,  and  aiTerted 
that  great  confuilon  muft  arife  in  criminal  juftice,  even  from  the 
technical  diftin6tion  of  the  legal  forms. 

Mr.  ADAM,  on  taking  a  general  review  of  all  the  objcflions 
which  has  been  ftated  againft  the  principle  and  purport  of  his  modon^ 
contended,  that  infinitely  lefs  confofion  muft  arife  in  criminal,  than 
in  civil  appeals.  He  (aid,  the  principle  of  appeal  pervaded  the 
whole  fyftcm  of  Englifti  jurifprudence,  and  proved,  that  this  ri^  of 
appeal  exifted  in  Scodand  long  before  the  Union,  from  the  ufagc 
of  appealing  to  th&  Lor^s  of  the  Privy  Council.  Even  that  great 
legal  authority,  Lord  Mansfield,  had  acknowledged  this,  when  he 
defired  that  aigumcnts  (hould  not  be  drawn  from  that  '^  odious  tri« 

2 


A.  1794.  DEBATES..  299 

bunal." — Here  Mr.  Adam  entered  into  a  detail  of  all  the  legal 
forms  and  difHnd^ions  that,  fhould  his  motion  meet  with  fuccefs,  he 
would,  in  the  Committee^  explain,  alter,  and  amend  in  fuch  a  nun- 
ner  as  would  leave  no  doubt  of  the  prafticability  of  his  plan. 

Mr.  STANLEY  faid,  he  would  not  trouble  the  Houfe  with 
many  words  ;  but  he  would  not  confine  himfelf  to  the  giving  of  a 
fiknt  vote  on  the  fubjeft  in  difcuflion,  particularly  as  that  vote 
roi^t  differ  from  that  of  many  of  his  friends.  He  faid,  he  could 
not  but  wi(h  that  an  alteration  might  be  efFcded  in  the  Scotch  Law ; 
he  might  fpcak  from  prejudice,  but  it  appeared  to  him  he  fpoke 
from  an  (pinion  founded  on  reafon.  What  revolted  him  in  the 
Scotch  Law  was,  the  want  of  privilege  in  a  perfon  accufed,  to  chal* 
Icnge  ariy  of  the  Jury  by  which  he  was  to  be  tried  ;  he  underilood 
die  Law  of  Scotland  to  rcfufe  fuch  right  to  the  prifoner,  and  he;  in 
confequcnce,  could  not  approve  of  the  conftitution  of  a  tribunal 
veiled  with  a  power  totally  unconnedted  with,  and  that  might  be 
hdtilc  to,  a  prifoner. 

But  if  he  difapproved  of  it  as  a  tribunal,  judging  under  any 
ciFcumftanccs,  how  much  more  was  it  natural  for  him  to  difap- 
prove  <rf  it,  where  from  its  judgements  there  exifted  no  appeal  1  the 
chief  feature  of  the  Bill  (for  leave  to  bring  in  which,  the  motion 
nov  debating  had  been  made)  was  the  conftitution  of  an  appeal 
from  the  Court  of  Jufticiary  in  Scotland  to  the  Houfe  of  Lords  ;  he 
could  not  but  approve  fuch  propofcd  regulation ;  and  he  could  not 
veil  conceive  how  any  Englilhman,  valuing  his  right  to  be  tried  by 
a  Jury  he  could  challenge,  could  oppofe  it.  How  people  might 
fcl  in  Scotland,  he  could  not  pretend  to  fay  ;  but  as  the  bcft  rule 
of  every  man's  conduft  muft  be  his  o\f\n  feelings,  when  not 
prompting  him  to  adl  againft  his  reafon,  he  moft  probably  fliould 
U  guided  in  the  vote  he  would  have  to  give  by  them. 

Mr.  Stanley  faid,  he  had  fomething  further  to  obfervc  ;  a  regu- 
li^on  feemed  to  him  neceffary,  which  might  be  faid  to  afFcdl 
equally  the  Laws  of  England  and  of  Scotland,  but  which  would  be 
Wught  into  difcufTion  by  the  Houfe  going  into  an  enquiry'  concern- 
ing the  nature  of  the  Scotch  Law,  and  for  which  reafon,  therefore, 
^ie  was  the  more  inclin<id  to  vote  in  favour  of  the  motion  before 
Ac  Houfe  at  prefent ;  he  underftood  no  prifoner  in  Scotland  could 
fumraon  witnefles  in  his  defence  from  England,  or  in  England 
from  Scotland :  to  Englifhmen  this  might  not  be  a  circumftance 
prejudicial  as  to  Scotchmen,  on  account  of  the  proportions  of  the 
^0  countries  relative  to  each  other ;  but  to  an  Englifliman  it 
n^ht  eventually  be  a  circumf^ance  of  very  ferious  prejudice  ^  to  a 
Scotchman  it  muft  often  be  fo.     Mr.  Stanley  faid^  he  could  not 
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therefore  help  wifliing  that  fome  regulation  obviating  this  difficulty 
mi^t  take  place  ;  and  if  none  could,  why  then  he  could  not  but 
be  the  more  defirous  that  an  appeal  fifom  the  Court  of  Judiciary  to 
the  Houfe  of  I,ords  might  be  permitted. 

Mr.  Stanley,  before  he  concluded,  made  fome  allufions  to  the 
hte  proceedings  of  the  Court  of  Jufticiaiy,  with  refpefi  to  Mcflrs. 
Muir  and  Margarot ;  he  obfervcd  that  th«  fentences  pronounced 
againft  them  appeared  to  him  to  be  rather  too  fevere  ;  and  to  mod 
men,  not  influenced  by  paffion,  viewing  the  matter  in  fober  fcnfcy 
he  could  not  help  thinking,  that  the  proceedings  of  the  Judge* 
would,  in  many  inftances,  during  the  courfe  of  thefe  trials,  appear 
to  have  been  carried  to  an  extreme,  almoft  defcrving  the  appellation 
of  arbitrary ;  and  that  it  was  from  the  fenfations  produced*  in  him 
by  their  cohduft  in  the  courfe  of  this  trial,  that  he  in  a  great  de- 
gree, perhaps,  had  been  induced  to  wifh  the  alterations  in  the 
Scotch  law  propofed,  might  take  pla:e  at  any  rate,  that  an  enquiry 
into  the  Scotch  law  might  be  made. 

.  Mr.  MONTAGUE  replied  to  Mr.  Stanley,  and  obferved  that 
as  no  rcquifition  had  been  made  from  Scotland,  nor  any  fatisfaftory 
reafon  afllgned  for  fo  material  a  change  in  the  jurifprudencc  of  the 
country,  he  would  oppofe  the  motion. 

Mr.  DRAKE  faid,  the  Bill  had  a  tendency  to  introduce  dif- 
truft  and  fufpicion,  and  to  alienate  the  minds  of  the  people  fix>m 
their  attachment  to  the  tribunals  of  Scotland ;  and,  as  fuch,  he 
would  oppofe  it.  It  was  a  maxim  of  Lord  Bacon  to  oppofe 
every  innovation,  unlefs  the  utility  was  evident,  and  the  neccflity 
urgent.  On  this  ground,  therefore,  he  would  apply  what  has 
been  faid  of  the  laws  of  England  to  the  laws  of  Scotland ; 
"  Nolumus  leges  Anglia  vel  Scotist  fnutari" 

Tlie  Houfe  then  divided,  when  there  appeared 

For  the  motion,   31;  agranft  it,    126. — Majority,  95. 

JVedneJdayy   ^ih  February. 

"  The  order  of  the  day  being  read  for  the  Houfe  to  rcfolve  itfelf 
into  a  Committee  of  the  whole  Houfe,  to  confider  of  Wavs  and 
Means  for  raifing  the  fupply  granted  to  His  Maje%,  Mr.  ,Hobart 
took  the  chair. 

A  great  variety  of  accounts  were  referred  to  the  Committee. 

Mr.  Chancellor  PITT  faid,  that  in  order  to  lay  before  the 
Committee  as  fully  and  diftindly,  and,  at  the  fame  time,  as  con- 
clfcly  as  he  was  able,  the  various  particulars  that  were  neceflary  for 
their  confideration  that  day,  he  fliould  beg  leave,  in  the  firlt 
place,  to  call  their  attention  to  the  fcvsiral  heads  under  which 
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thefe  coniidcrations  feemed  principally  to  fiadU  and  to  the  order  in 
which  he  propofed  to  (late  them. 

In  the  firft  place,  he  fhould  confidcr  it  as  his  duty  to  ftatc  to 
the  Conriinittee  the  extent  of  the  provifions  which  •  were  made, 
according  to  the  votes  and  edimates  now  in  their  poiTefliony  for  the 
various  branches  of  the  public  fervice,  with  a  vieM{  to  the  adlive  and 
efic^al  profecution  of  the  prcfent  war. 

In  the  next  place,  it  would  be  his  duty  to  lay  before  thpm  die 
paitrculars,  and  the  amount  of  the  various  articles,  bodi  of  fupply^ 
and  of  ways  and  means,  with  a  view  to  the  extraordinaiy  provifions 
of  the  war,  and  alfo  with  a  view  to  compare  them  with  thofe  that 
were  made  in  time  of  peace. 

And  thirdly,  he  (hould  confider  it  as  his  duty  to  ftate  all  the 
pardculars  relative  to  the  conditions  and  terms  of  the  Loan  which 
was  neceflary  for  the  fervice  of  the  year,  together  with  the  other 
meafures  of  finance,  and  the  nature  of  the  rcfources  and  taxes  by 
which  any  annual  charge  arifmg  fipom  that  Loan  might  be  de- 
frayed. 

On  the  firft  of  thefe  heads  he  conceived  it  would  be  unneceffaiy 
to  dwell  for  any  length  of  time,  becaufe  in  truth  the  particulars  had 
been  ftated  already  in  the  various  debates  that  had  taken  place  in 
the  Committee  of  Supply  ;  and  therefore  he  (hould  rather  fuppofc 
it  unneceflarv  to  mention  it  ajnin,  if  he  did  not  think  it  dcfirablc  to 
bring  into  one  point  of  view  the  extraordinary  cxcrti^^ns  that  had 
been  made  to  profccute  the  war ;  becaufe  in  addreffing  himfelf 
Aat  day  to  the-  Committee,  he  muft  bear  in  mind,  that  under  tlic 
prcfent  circumftances,  whatever  nught  be  their  coniideradons  on 
the  amount  of  the  burthens  neceflary  to  be  impofed  on  their  conlH- 
tuent$,  or  on  what  might  be  the  wifeft  and  mod  advantageous 
mode  in  which  they  might  be  defrayed  ;  the  firft  queftion  in  tiic 
mind  of  every  man  who  felt  for  himfelf,  for  liis  country,  or  for 
mankind,  was  to  be  fatisfied  that  the  meafure  of  our  exertions 
were  limited  only  either  by  the  adlual  extent  of  our  power,  or  by 
the  apparent  fufficiency  of  the  means  we  had  provided  in  compan- 
ion of  the  end  which  we  had  propofed.     He  was  perfuaded,  in  a 
cafe  where,  an  one  word,  the  oon^eft  was  literally  for  the  whole, 
Aat  there  was  no  man  who  would  hefitatc  contributing  any  part, 
whatever  that  part  might  be,  to  fecure  our  fafety  and  our  fuccefs. 
On  that  principle  it  was,  that  he  wiflicd  to  lay  before  the  Houfc 
the  refult  of  what  His  Majefty's  fervants  had  thought  it  their  duty 
to  {»opofe,  and  the  grcateft  part  of  which  had  been  already  ftated  in 
the  different  votes  of  the  Houfe.     The  firft  head  of  public  fervice, 
in  the  order  in  which  it  was  ufually  voted,  and  in  the  order  of  cfti- 
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mation  in  which  it  was  held  by  the  Houfe,  and  the  country  at 
large,  was  the  Navy.  For  the  Navy  they  had  voted  85,000  fca- 
men ;  they  had  voted  them  with  tlie  fatisfadtion  of  knowing  that  at 
the  end  of  the  firft  year  of  the  war  they  had  arrived  within  x  0,000 
of  that  number;  that  the  increafe  of  our  naval  force  in  one  year 
had  beeri  between  50  and  60,000  men  ;  and  that  the  ftate  of  the 
preparation  of  their  ihips  had  not  barely  kept  pace,  but  had  outrun 
the  extraordinary  force  by  which  they  were  to  be  manned.  On  the 
whole,  the  prpgrefs  in  tlie  Navy  in  one  year  bore  a  high  propor- 
tion, and  had  exceeded  the  largeft  amount  tliat  had  ever  been  col- 
le^cd  in  the  fame  time  in  any  former  period.  The  great  exertions 
that  had  been  made,  and  the  force  that  was  now  voted,  under  the 
drcumftances  of  the  prefcnt  war,  was  greater  than  any  that  had 
been  made  till  a  much  mc^e  advanced  period,  till  almoft  near  the 
concluiion  in  any  former  war  in  which  this  country  was  engaged  ; 
and  when  inftead  of  having  one  enemy  they  have  had  almoft  the 
united  navies  of  Europe  to  contend  with.  He  therefore  flattered 
himfelf  that  the  proviiion  that  had  been  made  was  ample.  But  if 
it  fhould  be  neceflary,  which  he  did  not  think  probable,  that  a 
greater  number  than  85,000  feamen  could  be  ufefuUy  employed, 
he  (hould  vote  for  5,000  ieamen  more,  in  addition  to  thofe  that 
had  been  already  voted. 

The  next  great  article  was  the  Army,  on  which  he  had  taken 
the  liberty  of  troubling  the  Committee  with  his  reafons  for  think- 
ing, what  he  was  happy  was  confirmed  by  the  Houfe,  that  a  lai^e 
and  cfFedlual  augmentation  of  tlie  Army  was  equally  neceffary,  un- 
der the  circumflanccs  of  the  prefcnt  time.  He  had  alfo  the  fatis- 
faiflion  of  ftating  that  the  adlual  augmentation  that  had  been  made 
in  the  firft  year  of  the  war,  had  been  more  rapid  and  cxtenfive  than 
at  any  other  period  of  our  hiftory.  The  adhial  augmentation  laft 
year  was  ftated  to  have  been  above  30,000  cfFe<Sive  men,  and  all 
Britifh  troops.  He  conceived  they  would  be  fufficient  for  the 
lai]geft  exertions  neceffary  to  be  made  by  this  country.  The  total 
vote  of  Britifti  troops,  including  the  militia  and  fencibles,  vras 
above  1 40,000  men.  In  addition  to  this  a  body  of  foreign  troops, 
amounting  to  between  30  and  40,000  men,  were  employed  in  the 
fervice  of  Great  Britain. 

The  third  head  was  that  of  the  Ordnance,  on  which  it  was 
unneceffarj'  to  enter  into  a  particular  detail ;  except  only  to  obfervc, 
that  it  alfo  had  received  a  greater  augmentation  than  in  any  former 
period.  Under  the  circumftances  of  the  prefent  times,  and  confi- 
dcring  the  modern  pradlice  of  v^ar,  it  was  abfolutcly  neceffary, 
that  our  preparations  of  artillery  (Iiould  be  very  great.       Upon  the 
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whole,  therefore,  the  number  of  feamen  for  the  fea .  fervice  of  the 
prefent  year  was   85,000  ;   there  were  about  1^0,000  Britiih 
troops  for  the  land  fervice;    bcfides  between  30  and  40,000  fo- 
reign troops  ;  and,    under  the  head  of  artillery,    betweesi  5  and 
6000  men ;  fothat  the  amount,  uponthe  whole,  was  confiderably 
above  250,000  men  to  be  employed  in  the  public  fervice.     He 
(hould  have  the  fatisfadion  of  Aating,  that  the  provifions  necefTary 
to  be  made  fof  their  exertions,  large  as  they  were,  would  be  de- 
fnyed  without  any  great  or  diftrefling  preffurc  on  the  country.     In 
addidon  to  the  liberal  proviiion  that  had  been  made  for  the  fervice 
of  the  prefent  year,  he  had  alfo  provided  for  the  excecdings  incurred 
in  the  laft  year ;   and,  though  he  in  one  view  lamented  the  in- 
orcafc  of  our  expences,  yet  in  his  prefent  view  he  fpoke  with  the 
grcatcft  fatisfadion^  that    the  navy,     in  the   year    I793>    had 
made  a  much  more  rapid  progrefs  than  was  forefcen  at  the  begin- 
ning of  the  war,  or  than  could  be  expedled ;  confequently,   theie 
TTis  a  large  increafe  of  Navy  debt,   for  which  he  meant  to  make 
proviiion.     He  conceived  it  unneccflary  to  trouble  the  Houfe  more 
on  this  head  ^    and  therefore,  he  faid,    he  ihould  proceed  to  the 
ibcond  part,   namely,  to  ftatc  the  total  of  the  articles  of  fupply  and 
of  Ways  and  Means.     He  had  anticipated  part  of  them  in  what 


he  had  already  faid. 

' 

SUPPLY. 

KAVY. 

£' 

85,000  Seamen 

m 

4,420,000 

Ordinary 

- 

558,000 

Extraordinary 

-                .                 - 

547,000 

Total  vote  for  the  Navy  for  the  prefent 

> 

year,   independent  of  any  provifion 

• 

made  for  the 

payment  of  the  debt  in« 

curred  lad  year 

5, 

.5,535,000 

ARMY. 

He  faid  he  did  not  know  whether  it  would  be  neccffary  to  go 
through  the  feveral  items  which  had  already  been  a  fubjcA  of  dif- 
cuffion  in  the  Committee  of  Supply. 

The  total  vote  of  the  Eftabliftiment  of  the 

Britifli  army  amounted  to  •  4,362,000 

For  Foreign  Troops  -  2,169,000 

Extraordinaries  -  -  809,000 

Total  amount  of  the  vote  for  the  Army       6,340,000 

ORDNANCE. 

Ordinary  -  -  -  324,000  . 

Extraordinary  -  -  377»ooo 

Lafl  year  unprovided  for  «  (>44,ooo 


The  three  fervices  added  together  will  Hand  thus  1 


i*345»«>^ 
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Total  of  the  Navy  5,5*5,000 

Army  6,340,000 

Ordnance  i,^4;,ooo 

13,210,000 
To  this  were  ta  be  added  the  Mifcellancous  Scn'ices. 

He  did  not  know  whether  it  was  ncccffary  to  trouble  the  Com- 
mittee with  a  recapitulation  of  the  leading  charges  under  the  head 
of  Mifcellaneous  Services.  He  •  was  rather  difpofed  to  think  that 
it  would  only  be  wafting  their  time.  The  whole  of  thcfc  amounted 
to  2069000L 

There  remained  the  other  ufual  charges,  known  under  the  heads 
of  deficiency  of  grants  and  the  deficiency  of  land  and  malt. 
The  deficiency  of  grants  had  been  confidcrable  larger  this  year 
than  formerly.  It  amounted  to  474,000!.  and  the  deficiency  of 
land  and  malt  amounted  to  320,0001.  To  this  there  was  a  fum 
to  be  added,  which  had  been  voted  for  the  two  laft  years,  and 
which  he  propofed  ftiU  to  continue  to  vote,  viz.  the  fum  of 
2oo,oool.  to  the  Commiffioners  for  difcharging  the  national  debt. 
That  fum  had  been  added  to  the  annual  million  for  the  extin6tion 
of  the  national  debt ;  and  although  when  firft  voted  it  was  not  per- 
manent, yet  it  was  allowed  on  a  principle  permanent  in  itfelf,  and 
therefore  he  felt  it  his  duty  not  to  make  any  variation,  even  under 
the  circumftances  of  the  preffure  of  this  war. 

The  only  remaining  article  of  fupply  was  that  of  exchequer  bills, 
on  which  gentlemen  would  recollc6>,  that  he  had  not  ufually  taken 
notice  of  them  under  the  head  of  fupplj^and  of  ways  and  means. 
It  was  more  fimple  to  keep  them  out  on  both  fides.  On  the  prc- 
fent  occafion,  he  thought  it  his  duty  to  ftate  the  exchequer  bills, 
which  were  to  the  amount  of  5,500,0001.  becaufe  it  was  his  in- 
tention, in  addition  to  the  liberal  provifion  that  had  been  ma;ie,  on 
this  large  and  extended  fcale,  to  purfue  the  fame  meafure  which  was 
adopted  laft  year.  He  had  tKeri  provided  for  1,500,0001.  and 
this  year  he  wiftied  to  provide  for  2,000, oool.  in  exchequer  bills ; 
and  therefore  he  would  make  provifion  for  5,500,0001.  in  exche- 
quer bills,  though  he  meant  only  on  the  other  fide  of  the  account 
to  place  exchequer  bills  to  the  amount  of  3,500,0001.  and  by 
that  means  allowing  two  millions  for  the  unforefeen  contingencies 

of  the  prefent  year.     Thcfc,  he  faid,  were  all  the  articles  of  fupply* 

Total  of  the  Navy,  Army  and  Ordnance  jf. 13,2 10,000 

Mirccllancous  Scryices  206,000 

Deficiency  of  Grants  '  474,000 

Deficiency  of  Land  and  Malt  3  50«oco 

To  the  Commiffioners  of  the  National  Debt  aoo,ooo 

Exchequer  Bills  5,500,000 

^.19,940,000 
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In  Ais  large  fum  the  Committee  would  obfcrve,  that  cicchequcr 
bills  to  the  amount  of  5,500,0001.  were  included,  and  which,  as 
obferved  before,  had  been  ufually  omitted  on  both  fides,  viz.  in 
thefupply  and  alfo  in  the  ways  and  means;  and  if  thefe  5,500,0001. 
were  fubtradled  from  the  total  of  the  fupply,  there  would  only 
fonain  16,440,0001. 

He  next  proceeded  to  ftate  the  articles  of  the  ways  and  means. 
He  dated  the  land  and  malt,  as  ufual,  at  2,750,000!.  The 
exchequer  bills,  as  he  had  already  dated,  would  amount  to 
3,500,0001.  after  allowing  two  millions  for  unforefeen  cxpences. 
Another  article  was  the  growing  produce  of  the  confolidated  fund. 
After  the  intereft  of  the  national  debt,  &c.  was  fubtradted  from 
the  total  permanent  taxes  of  the  year,  the  remainder  was  called 
Ac  growing  produce  of  the  cofolidated  fund.  He  fald,  the  per- 
manent taxes  of  the  year  ending  on  the  5th  of  Januarjs  I794> 
amounted  to  13,941,0001.  and  when  this-  was  compared  with  the 
amount  of  the  permahent  taxes  of  former  years,  it  aiForded.  matter 
of  great  fatisfadtion.  Thefe  taxes  laft  year  were  fomewhat  lefs 
than  they  were  in  the  year  ijgt,  but  greater  than  they  were  in 
1 79 1,  which  was  a  year  of  fo  great  profperity,  that  they  began  to 
cafe  the  fubjeSs  of  this  country  of  fome  of  their  burthens  ;  and 
alfo,  for  the  firft  time,  added  the  fum  of  2oo,oool.  to  the  annual 
million^  for  the  reduftion  of  the  national  debt.  There  were  two 
grounds,  on  which  they  might  calculate  the  amount  of  the  reve- 
nue rf  the  prefent  year.  To  expeft  perfedl  accuracy  on  this  fubjeft 
was  impofllble.  They  might  either  calculate  the  amount  of  the  * 
revenue  of  the  prefent  year  from  the  amount  of  it  laft  year,  or  by 
taking  die  average  of  the  laft  four  years.  It  very  Angularly  h2p^ 
pened,  Aat  the  difference  between  the  average  revenue  of  the  four 
laft  years,  and  of  the  revenue  of .  laft  year,  did  not  amount  to 
2o,oool.  He  faid,  he  ftiould  ftate  bye  and  bye  his  reafons  for 
fuppofing,  that  the  tevertue  of  the  year  1793  would  not  be  an  ex^ 
aggerated  account  of  the  revenue  of  the  year  1 7  94. 

Mr.  Pitt,  rfter  making  all  the  neceflary  dedudlions  from 
Ae  permanent  taxes  of  the  prefent  year,  calculated  on  the 
ground  that  they  would  be  equal  to  what  they  were  laft  year,  tnadc 
the  growing  produce  of  the  confolidated  fund  from  the  5th  of 
April  1794,  to  the  5th  of  April  1795,  amount  to  2,197,000!. 
To  this  was  to  be  added  the  annuity  from  the  Eaft  India  Company, 
viz.  500,0001.  When  all  thefe  articles  of  ways  and  means  were 
added  tpgedier,  and  compared  with  the  total  of  the  fupply,  they 
were  lefs  by  II  millions  fterling;  and  confequently,  11  millions 
was  the  fum  to  be  raifcd  by  a  loan  for  the  prefent  year.     Perhaps, 

Vni .  WYVTT.  R  r 
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he  fold,  It  might  not  be  unfatisfadteiy,  fhortly  to  enter  into  a  CQfn- 
parifon  of  each  fide  of  the  account,  with  the  eftimate  of  the  year 
1 791,  on  the  ground  of  the  peace  eftabllfhment.     The  charges 
of  the  navy  for  the  prefent   year  exceeded  thofe  of  179 1    by 
3,525,000!.     The  total  grants  for  the  army  this  year  including 
extraordinaries,  &c.   and  provifions  for  foreign  troops,  exceeded 
the    peace   cftablifliment  of  the    year    1791     by    4,592,000!. 
There  were  2oo,oodl.  iffued  to  the  Commiffioners  for  the  reduc- 
tion of  the  national  debt ;  and  the  mifcellaneous  fcrvices,  the  defi- 
ciency of  grants  and  of  land  and  malt  this  year,  when  compared 
with  the  correfponding  articles  of  the  year  1791*  exceed  theno  by 
4.69,0001.      Thefe  articles   together    amounted  to    9,834,000!. 
to  which  was  to  be  added  two  millions,  the  extraordinary  provi- 
fion  made  for  the  iffue  of  exchequer  bills,  making  the  increafe   to 
be   1 1,834,0001.   as  the  exccfs  to  be  voted  in  the  prefent  year  be- 
yond what  would  be  neceffary  to  be  voted  according  to  the  eftiniate 
of  a  peace  eftablifhment.    The  loan  to  be  propofed  was  eleven  mil-   • 
lions,    and  therefore    in  this  year  of  war  he  had  upwards    of 
8oo,oool.  for  the  fervicc  of  the  prefent  year,  beyond  what  it  had 
been  fuppofed  the  revenue  would  amount  to  in  time  of  peace,  and 
beyond  what  it  had  been  eftimated  at  in  the  period  of  our  greateft 
profperity.     He  faid  he  was  not  aware  that  it  was  neccffiury  for 
him  to  trouble  the  Committee  at  greater  length  on  this  part  of  die 
fubjedl. 

He  (hould  now  proceed  to  confider  the  increafe  of  the  navy  debt. 
This  debt  amounted  to  no  Icfs  a  fum  than  3,200,0001.  It  had 
been  but  too  common  for  this  debt  to  be  provided  for  at  the  end  of 
the  war,  but  in  this  cafe  he  propofed  to  make  proviiion  equal  to  the 
whole  of  it.  He  (hould  propofe  taxes,  as  if  the  whole  of  that 
debt  were  to  be  immediately  funded.  He  did  not  propofe  to  fund 
it  all,  but  on  looking  at  the  whole  of  this  fubjedl,  which  was  a 
very  important  queftion  of  naval  expenditure,  and  after  having 
confidered  the  fyftcm  that  had  taken  place  with  regard  to  navy 
bills,  he  (hould  have  the  honour  on  a  future  day  of  propofing  a 
plan  on  that  fubjeft,  without  funding  the  whole  of  the  navy  dd^ 
in  the  prefent  year,  and  to  prevent  the  difcounting  of  navy  bills. 
He  thought  it  defirable  to  fund  all  navy  bills  down  to  a  late  period; 
but  not  more  of  them  than  were  fufficicnt  to  enable  him  to  make 
fuch  payments  from  dme  to  time  as  might  be  neceflfary  to  cany 
his  fyftem  into  execution  in  future,  to  wit,  by  adhering  to  the 
fucceifion  and  order  in  the  payment  of  all  navy  bills,  and  to  fix  a 
period,  beyond  which  no  navy  bill  (hould  be  oudlanding.  He 
propofed,  therefore,  that  all  navy  bills  (hould  be  p?y?ibk  witbiq 
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fifteen  mondis  after  ifluing,  and  inftead  of  not  bearing  intereft  till 
after  the  firft  fix  months,  it  was  his  intention  that  ihcf  fhould  bear 
intereft  at  4  per  cent,  from  the  day  they  were  iffued.     After  a  great 
deal  of  communication  with  thofe  who'  were  well  acquainted  with 
Ais  fubjedy  he  had  come  to  this  refolution,  which  he  hoped  would    • 
put  an  end  to  the  ruinous  f3r(lem  of  difcount  which  had  taken  place 
in  fome  degree  fince  the  commencement  of  the  prefent  war,  and  to 
a  large  extent  in  the  courfe  of  former  wars.     It  was  his  intention  tt> 
fiind  Navy  bills  down  to  the  month  of  March  1793-     They  were 
ibme^'hat  more  than  1,900,0001.,  though  he  did  not  pretend  to 
ftatc  the  fum  correftly.     Thefe  were  articles  neceflary  to  be  provided 
fir  ;  and  bcfides  this,  he  had  taken  into  his  confideration,  that  even 
in  the  prtfeht  year,   1794,  there  might  be  fome  increafe  in  the 
Navy  debt.     But  fome  pdrts  of  the  expences  of  laft  year  would  not 
occur  ^is  year  ;  the  bounty-money,  and  the  other  expences  attend- 
ing the  firft  equipment,  would  not  recur. 

Mr.  Chancellor  Pitt  next   proceeded   to  ftate  the  terms  d£  this 
loan  of  eleven  millions  for  the  fervice  of  the  prefent  year.    He  thought 
it  proper  to  ftate  the  principle  to  which  he  had  invariably  adhered^ 
ever  fince  he  had  been  in  his  prefent  fituati^n,  that  of  encouraging  an 
open  and  public  competition  among  all  perfons  who  were  defirous  o£ 
entering  into  an  agreement,  and  without  his  having  any  thing.to  do 
with  the  diftribution  of  the  loan,  or  the  manner  in  wliich  it  was  to  be 
allotted,  who  were  to  be  the  perfons,  or  with  any  other  confideration ; 
at  the  lame  time  taking  care^to  afcertain  that  they  were  perfons  of  fuf- 
ficient  refponfibility.    He  had  the  fatisfadion  to  ftate,  that  in  doing 
Ais,  five  very  rcfpe<Sable  fets  of  opulent  gentlemen  of  the  city  of 
IxMidon  were  defirous  of  entering  into  that  competition ;  and  the 
tSEcA  was  fuch  as  might  have  been  6xpe6led  from  liberal  and  opulent 
men.    The  terms  were  fuch,  all  circumftances  confidercd,  as  he  had 
the  latisfii£tion  of  ftating,  Were  extremely  favourable  to  the  public, 
and  a  part  of  that  fatisfadion  arofe  fix>m  a  conviction  that  it  would  be 
fufiiciently  fafe  and  advantageous  to  the  partkes.     The  mode  which 
he  thought  moft  advifcable  was,  to  have  looL  capital  in  the  three 
per  cents,  to  have  25I.  capital  in  the  four  per  cents,  and  the  long 
amimties  during  their  continuance.     The  price  of^ftocks  was  taken 
as  it  flood  on  Saturday  laft  ;  the  price  of  the  three  per  cents,  was  67 
I -half ;  of  four  per  cents.  84  and  a  very  fmall  ftadion  ;  and  the 
long  annuities  20  *i-8th  years.     The  lopg  annuities  were  at  lis. 
3d.  according  to  the  price  of  ftock.  '  They  were  fuppofed  to  be  worth 
I  il.  8$.  4d.  and  the  25I.  capital  of  the  four  per  cents,  was  equal  to 
21L  fterling.     The  contnwaors  were  to  pay  by  certain  inftalinents, 
•bd  weie  to  have  the  benefit  of  difcount  to  the  amount  of  2I.  9s.  6d«     ^ 
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percent,  but  if  they  paid  the  whole  fum  down,  dicy  were  to  have  31* 
per  cent,  difcount,  tliat  is  for  90I.  for  elevens  months,  the  intereft 
was  about  4  1 4ialf  per  cent.  He  thought  the  premium  of  ^1.  9s.  6d.. 
per  cent,  a  very  confiderable  one,  and  yet  it  was  the  fmalleft  premium 
tfiat  had  ever  been  given  in  the  cafe  of  any  loan  that  was  to  be  found 
iathc  liiftory  of  this  country. 

It  only  remained  for  him  to  ftatc  the  funds  by  which  the  araiuaT 
charged  for  this  loan  might  be  defrayed.     The  whole  annual  intereft 
©f  the  loan  of  eleven  millions,  including^the  payment  of  i  per  cent» 
alfo  of  the  capital,  in  confequence  of  a  bill  that  had  been  paiTed  for 
that  puypofe,  amounted  to  the  fum  of  898,0001.     That  was  the  a- 
mount  of  the  annual  charges  to  be  provided  foi'.     In  addition  to  that 
fmall  fum  he  wifhed  to  add  the  amount  of  two  fmall  taxes  which  he 
meant  to  repeal,  as  they  had  been  extremely  unproduftivc,  and  vex- 
atious and  harrafling  to  thofe  who  paid  them.     He  meant  the  glove 
tax  and  the  tax  on  births  and  burials.    Thefe  two  together  amounted 
to   io,6ool.  and  therefore  that  added  to  the  former  fum  made 
908,6001.  which  was  the  whole  fum  to  be  provided  for ;  and  he  had 
no  difficulty  in  acknowledging,  that  he  (hould  feel  that  a  very  melaxw 
choly  confideration,  if  there  were  not  many  circumftances  of  confola- 
tibn.    He  had  the  falisfaSion  of  ftating,  that  he  had  calculated  evciy 
expence  on  the  largcft  and  liiofl  liberal  fcale,  and  had  fiudioufly  and 
fcrupuloufly  brought  fonvard  every  charge  that  could  be  forefeciu 
And  further,  although  the  impofition  of  new  taxes  could  not  be 
othcrwife  than  matter  of  regret,  yet  he  had  fuch  means  of  providing, 
for  the  fupply,  that,  as  it  was  expreffed  in  His  M^efty's  moft  gra- 
cious fpeech  from  the  throne,  they  would  be  able  to  provide  for  the 
exigency  of  the  times,  by  taxes  which  would  not  be  very  fevercly  felt 
by  the  countr)'. 

In  the  firft  place  towards  this  fum,  there  was  a  fum  of  4oo,oooK 
from  which  they  would  have  been  happy  to  have  given  their  conftitu- 
cnts  relief,  if  the  circumftances  of  the  country  had  permitted  it.  He 
did  not  ftate  that  it  was  lefs  a  burthen  bccaufe  not  occafioned  by 
the  prefcnt  war.  But  it  was  a  burthen,  the  effedls  of  which  they 
had  experienced,  and  which  tliey  knew  could  be  fuftained,  without 
producing  any  material  grievance.  He  had  applied  to  the  loan  of 
laft  year,  t^xes  to  the  amount  of  385,000!.  and  it  was  with  peculiar 
fatisfedion  that  he  recoUeded  the  produdivenefs  of  thefe  taxes,  which 
was  a  ftrong  confirmation  of  wliat  he  had  ftated,  that  they  had  not 
preffed  feycrely  on  the  fubjeiSt.  He  laid  he  fhould  ftate  the  whole  of 
them.  They  confifted  of  duties  oi>  Britifh  fpirits,  which  produced 
the  firft  year  i  io,oool.  and  the  laft  year  103,0001.;  of  duties  oa 
foreign  fpirits,  which  produ  :ed  the  firft  year  1 38,oooL  and  the  othcc 
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134.000I.;   of  bills  and  reccips,  which  produced  the  firft  year 

67,0001.  and  the  odicr  31,0001 :  of  duties  of  10  per  cent,  on  af- 

fcilcd  taxes,  which  in  the  one  year  produced  90,000!.  and  in  the 

orticr  88,oool. ;  of  duties  on  fugar,  which  on  an  average  he  ftated 

to  be  238,0001.     All  thefe  duties  added  together  made  635,060!. 

Gentlemen  would  recollect  there  was  anodier  tax  which  yielded  con- 

fiderably  above  ioo,oool.  which,  together  with  the  former,  made  a 

fam  of  near  8oo,oooL    The  laft  was  the  duty  on  malt,  which  had 

been  repealed,  and  which  he  certainly  did  not  mean  to  revive.    There 

was  likcwife  the  tax  impofed  on  fpirits  in  Scotland,  in  lieu  of  the  coal 

duty,  and  which  he  expefted  would  produce  more  than  the  coal  tax 

b^  43,oool.  though  he  had  not  had  an  opportunity  of  afcertainrng  this 

with  much  corredbiefs.     The  whole  of  thefe  amounted  to  about 

428,000. 

It  only  remained  for  him,  he  faid,  to  ftate  the  otlier  articles,  on 
which  he  meant  to  propofe  additional  taxes,  in  order  to  make  out 
the  fum  that  was  wanted.     He  thought  himfelf  juftifiable  in  pro- 
pofing  an  additional  duty  on  home-made,  as  well  as  on  foreign  fpi- 
rits.    Xhis  had  been  the  fubjed  of  a  great  deal  of  difcuffion  in  that 
Houfe.      When  fmuggling  was  carried  on  to  great  extent,  it  was 
diou^t  proper  to  diminifh  thefe  duties,  in  order  to  take  away  the 
temptation  to  fmuggling,  and  the  efFc£t  had  fuccceded.     But  after 
Am^gling  was  broken  down,  the  circumftances  of  the  country  were 
(b  changed,  that  it  was  thought  thefe  duties  might  be  increafed 
again,  and  that  experiment  was  alfo  fuccefsful.     A  fair  increafe  of 
Aofe  duties  fuch  as  he  was  ajbout  to  propofe,.  would  ftill  leave  it 
within  the  limits  to  which  it  had  formerly  been  carried.     The  great 
dicumflance  that  led  to  frauds  and  encouraged  fmuggling,  was  the 
facility  of  getting  French  Brandy  from  the  vicinity  of  the  coaft. 
But  he  obferved,  that  even  fmugglers  had  not  been  exempted  from, 
the  univerfal  profcriptions  of  the  National  Convention,  by  making 
finugglii^  abfolutely  impoffible,  and  by  annihilating  it.     While, 
therefore,  the  war  continued  there  was  no  danger  of  any  clandeftine 
importation  of  prench  Brandy.     The  fmuggling  of  rum  was  ex- 
tremely different,  both  from  the  nature  of  the  fhips  in  which  it 
was  imported,  and  alfo  from  the  length  of  the  voyage.     The  con- 
fcquence  was,  that  under  the  prefent  circumftances,  the  reafons  that 
appeared  againft  raifing  the  duties  did  not  exift,  and  high  duties  on 
thefe  articles  inftcad  of  being  a  detriment  was  an  advantage,  t  When 
peace  came^  periiaps  the  reverie  might  be  the  cafe,  and  it  might  be- 
come doubtfrd  whether  the  high  duties  (hould  be  continued.     I  f  that 
was  die  cafe,  they  could  afford  in  time  of  peace  to  diminifh  thofe 
duties*  and  to  bring  them  down  to  the  proper  IcvcL     He  therefore^ 
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IffopoTed  an  additional  duty  of  one  penny  per  gallon  6n  Biitifii  fpi* 
sits  i  and  on  foreign  fpirits,  ten-pence  on  every  gallon  of  brartdy, 
and  e^ht-pence  on  every  gallon  of  rum.  The  amount  of  the  tax 
on  theiirft  of  thefe  articles,  he  computed  at  1071OO0I.  aftd  Che 
amount  on  the  two  laft  at  1 36yOOoL 

The  next  articles  on  which  he  meant  to  impofe  an  additional  duty^ 
frere  bricks  and  tiles.  At  prefent  there  was  a  duty  of  2s.  6d.  on 
every  loooy  to  that  he  meant  to  add  is.  6d.  more  on  every  looo. 
And  this  he  calculated  at  70>ooolc  He  wifhed  that  other  articles 
might  accompany  thofe  that  fell  under  the  fame  confideration  ;  he 
meant  the  articles  of  flates  and  ftones,  which  were  ufed  for  the  fame 
purpofe  as  tiles  and  bricks.  It  was  impoflfible  to  have  the  fame 
means  of  afccrtaining  them ;  and  he  wifhed  to  bring  the  tax  on 
them  as  nearly  as  pofTible  to  the  proportion  of  the  tax  on  bricks  and 
dies.  He  propofed  to  confine  the  tax  to  thofe  flates  and  fioncs  that 
were  carried  coaftways.  The  fum  which  this  tax  would  produce 
he  did  not  expedl  would  be  more  than  30)00oL 

The  next  article  on  which  he  propofed  an  additional  tax,  was 
glafs ;  he  did  not  mean  to  apply  it  to  window  glafs,  but  only  to  what 
was  called  crown  and  plate  glafs.     This  he  calculated  at  5  2,00  oL 

The  next  article  on  which  he  means  to  increafe  the  tax  was  pa- 
,  per.  The  duties  on  paper  at  prefent  were  paid  on  a  great  variety  of 
dalTes  of  it.  It  was  the  univerfal  opinion  of  the  officers  of  the  re- 
venue, that  the  great  variety  of  clafTes  Into  which  paper  was  dividedy 
led  to  confufion,  and  produced  a  great  degree  of  fraud  ;  and  though 
diat  variety  was  produced  from  a  delire  that  each  fort  mi^t  only 
pay  a  certain  tax,  according  to  the  particular  fpecies  of  it>  yet  it  did 
not  at  all  anfwer  that  purpofe,  and  fometimes  paper,  that  was  only 
intended  to  pay  the  loweft  duty,  paid  the  highefl,  and  vice  veffa* 
He  therefore  propofed ^  that  paper  in  future  fhould  only  be  divicfed 
into  three  clafTcs  ;  fome  of  thefe  clafTcs  he  intended  ihould  pay  near 
double  the  prefent  duty,  and  others  two-tiiirds  of  it.  This  tax  he 
eflimated  at  63,0001. 

There  remained  only  one  other  article.  It  was  propofed  to  lay 
an  additbnal  tax  on  attomies.  This,  he  faid,  did  not  come  from 
himfelf,  but  had  been  fuggefted  by  the  highcft  and  nK>ft  refpedaUe 
authority  in  this  country.  He  believed  the  budget  would  be  more 
platable  than  it  was  if  that  had  been  the  only  article  in  it*  He 
propofed  that  a  tax  of  lool.  (hould  be  impofed  on  every  indenture 
of,  clerks  to  attomies ;  and  that  thofe  who  were  now  clerks  flioidd 
pay  lool.  when  they  were  admitted.  This  tax  was  fu{^ofed  to 
produce  25,000!.  All  thofe  articles  put  together  amounted  to 
911,0001. 
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He  here  x«capitulated  his  general  flatements  as  fiiUoirs. 

SUPPLY. 

Navy    ^           ^ ■  ?»5^5>ooo 

Army,  includxog  foreign  Troops        *— -•  6*3401000                ^ 

Ordnance                    >                          —  113459000 

Mifcellaneous  fenrices            -^                  '-«  200,000 

Addition  to  Sinking  Fund            ■  200,000 

Deficiency  of  Grants                ■                   —  474,000 

Ditto  Land  and  Malt                »               ,    ■  ■     '■  ^  350,000 

Exchequer  Bills           — —               — —  5,500,000 


WAYS  and  MEANS. 

Land  and  Male            1          ■■            ■     ■  ■■  2,750,000 

Growing  Produce                —            — -  2,697,000 

Loan                           ^                ■■  X  1,000,000 

Excbecjuer  Bills               ■                     —  1,500,000 


i9,94O/)0(i 


NEW  TAXES. 


9ittOoa 


Surplaa  of  Taxes,    179X9  unappropriated^  and  of 

Scotch  Spirits,  1793.  -^— —  428,000 

Bricks  and  Tiles  »  70^000 

Bfitifh  Spirits            —  —           •—  107,000 

Foreign  l>itto                .  —  136,000 

SUte  and  Stone  ■                —  30,000 

Olaft                         ■  ■■      '*  52,000 

Paper                        — —  63,000 

Attomies  Indentures  — ^           ■  25,000 

Inttitfi  on  T  i,ooo,oool.  borrowed,  and  a  proportion^ 
al  increafe  to  the  Sinking  Fund  4    "  650,000 

Ditto  to  be  provided,  and  a  proportional  increafe  to 
tbe  Sinking  Fund  for  4,200,0001.  for  Navy  Debt' 
and  future  Navy  Payments,  to  keep  down  tbe  Navy 
Debt,   for  the  purpofe  of  avoiding  Difcount  on 
Navy  Bills  —  248,181 

Tax  on  Burials  and  Glove  Tax  to  be  repealed  10,600 

"      908,781 

Now,  £dd  the  Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer,  that  I  have  ftated  the 
^le  of  our  iituation,  and  propofed  the  means  which  zppesLTcd  to 
inemoft  proper  to  be  adopted,  I  truft  you  feel  fome  pleafure  from  the 
(rofpefi  that  the  refources  now  fuggefted  are  (atisfadlory,  and  likely 
^  beeffisdual.  Whatever  feelings  of  r^ret  may  arife*fxom  tfuB 
^^  of  our  iituation,  d>ere  are  ftill  fome  ciicumftances  of  confola* 
tion  which  daim  your  attention.  You  are  to  conilder  that  in  the 
V^^fatt  flatement  a  large  provifion  has  been  made  finr  the  extraordi- 
f^es,  and  fijr  the  un^inded  debt)  mthoutinterferiif  intbeinuUcft 
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degree  with  that  other  proviiion  which  has  been  made  &t  defiraying 
the  national  debt.     As  far  as  relates  to  our  adherence  to  diat  lyftem, 
we  have  (hown  that  we  were  not  to  be  influenced  by  the  preffurc  of 
immediate  difficulty.   *  We  have  not  yielded  to  the  emergence  of  the 
moment,  hut  have  proved,  by  our  condu6t,  our  fteady  determination 
to  perfevere  in  following  up  a  fyftem  fo  eflentially  connected  with 
the  fuppprt  of  our  credit  in  peace,  and  forming  fo  firm  a  ground  o( 
reliance  in  war.     We  have  provided  for  the  unfunded  navy  debt  by 
taxes  in  the  fame  manner  as  if  it  had  been  funded,  and  thus  have 
taken  meafures  to  prevent  that  debt  from  entailing  any  future  bur* 
den  on  the  country.     If  we  conlider  the  general  ftate  of  the  nation 
and  of  commercial  profpcrity,  we  (hall  likewife  find  ground  of 
much  fatisfeSion.     What  better  proofs  can  we  have  than  the  con- 
fidence which  at  prefent  animates  monied  men,  and  the  favourable 
terms  to  the  country  upon  which  we  have  been  able  to  procure  the 
loan.     The  taxes  now  to  be  impofed  are  not  new  ;  they  are  fuch  as 
already  have  been  proved  to  be  productive,  and  to  the  refult  of  which 
we  may  therefore  look  with  a  degree  of  confidence.     The  addition 
made  to  them,  in  order  to  anfwer  the  emergencies  of  the  time,  can- 
not prove  very  burdenfome  to  the  fubjeft.     Thus  they  neither  par- 
take of  the  uncertainty  or  opprcifion  which  might  be  found  to  skttcnd 
frcfh  taxes.     With  refpeft  to  all  the  fiatements  I  have  made,  I 
have  taken  up  every  thing  in  the  word  point  of  view,  I  have  cal- 
culated even  upon  the  mod  unfavourable  iflue,  and  there  is  every 
reafon  to  truft,  that  the  event  will  difcover  the  fuppofidons  upon 
which  I  have  proceeded,   if  they  have  been  erroneous,  at  leaft  not 
to  have  been  exaggerated.     Though  I  have  been  careful  not  to  flat- 
ter your  expeAations  on  the  prefent  occafion,  there  are  fome  hopes 
which  we  may  be  allowed  to  indulge  in  looking  forward  to.  the  fu- 
ture, when  we  confider  that  the  commencement  of  a  war  is  always 
attended  with  extraordinary  expence,  and  that  its  inconvenience  is 
then  more  extenfively  and  feverely  felt.     If  our  commerce  has  fuf- 
tained  a  temporary  check,  the  pofiefiions  which  we  and  our  allies 
have  obtained,  have  opened  a  new  field  for  exerdons,  and  it  might 
be  expedled  to  revive  with  frefti  fpirit,  excepting  from  the  drcum- 
llanpe  of  the  impoverifhed  ftate  of  the  nations  of  Europe.     But 
what  reafon  have  we  to  congratulate  ourfelvcs,  when  we  rcfleft  on 
the  fituation  in  which  wc  were  iaft  year  placed,  on  the  fpirit  of  ge- 
neral alarm  which  prevailed,  and  th6  confequcnt  flagnation  of  cre- 
dit, when  all  the  ties  of  confidence  were  diflblved,  and  all  the  ope- 
rations of  commerce  fufpended  !  That  unfortunate  fituation  was  now 
happily  at  an  end,  confidciKC  was  rcftored,  and  commerce  bad 
again  afliuned  its  vigour. 
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When  ^e  look  at  the  fituitlon  of  tlie  levciluc,  hoW  mudi  more 
favourable  does  it  appear  than  we  might  reafonably  have  cxpcftcd. 
How  little  ha$  it  fuffercd  from  the  ftagnation  of  commerce,  tithich 
tiireatcned  fuch  dreadful  Gonfcquerices  !  how  fmall  has  been  the  de- 
falcation evcij  from  the  income,  of  the  mod  profpcrous  year  after  a 
fcrics  of.  profound  p^ace,  aild  when  trade  was  acknowledged  at  ks 
grjatcft  height !  tt  remains  tlien  only  to  compare  the  produce  of  the 
permanent  dxts  of  4a(l  year  with  fome  preceding  years.     The  per- 
manent taxes  of  Uft  year  amounted  to,  i3,953>oool.,  iridepcndent 
of  the  tcmporar}'  tuxes,  or  zny  other  coiifideratiori.     That  was  left 
Aanthc  amount  of  the  pe^itiancnt  taxes  of  1792,  whidi  fo  much 
exceeded  the  revenue  of  evcty.  preceding  year.     The  permanent 
taxes  of  laft  year  were  Icfs  than  thofc  of  1 79  2  only  by  369,000!, 
P'jt  if  we  added  to  the  taxes  of  laft  vear  tlie  <oo,oool.  which  waa 

ndia  Company,  that  wduld  more  than  make  up 
in  the  deficiency,  .The  produce  of  1 793  exceeded  the  ayer.jge  or 
the  laft  four  years  by  the  fum  of  137,000!.,  nctwithffanding  the 
frcat  ftagriation  of  trade  that  took  place.  The  produce  of  laft  year 
exceeded  that  of  1 79.1,  by  the  fum  of  500,000!.  in  the  permanent 
taxes.  Upon  thi^  cxcefs  f  h^ve  not  calculated  ;  I  leave  it  to  be  dif* 
pufedof  as  events  may  afterwards  require  ;  I  ka^e  it  as  an  additional 
pound  of  fecurity  to  the  country,  whatever  may  be  the  fate  of  the 
prefcnt  contcft.  Such  ate  our  hopc$  in  times,  of  war,  and  with  this 
furplus^  which,  except  for  oyr  prcfent  fituation,  would  have  been 
applicable  to.tlie  reduflion  of  the  .national  debt,  we  muft  wait  till 
ihc  return' of  peace,  the  blcflii^  of  wliich  we  li0ve  already  cxpcri- 
Wed,'  and  tvhich  no  fawlt  or  our  part  has  tended  to  interrupt.  The 
war,  however  thus  unprovoked,  we  are  now  l^und  to  meet  as  long^ 
is  it  is  continued.  Tf  in  the  :firft  inlancc  we  did  cot  feek  it,  irt. 
the  preient  we  have  no  loilger  irl  our  option  to  decline  it.  Iji  the 
circutnfianccs  in  which  we  are  plai;ed,  we  fftuft  recognize  a  difpcn- 
fation  of  ProiidctKC,  bv  which  we  are  called  to  perform  the  moft 
important  duty  that  ever  fell  to  die  lot  of  any  individual  or  nation. 
He  coitcluded  with  nrKiving^  That 

The  fum  of  1  i,doQ,QOoU  bp  rgtied  by  anDuitics,  viz. 

lool.  fubfcribcn  to  be  entitled  to  lool.  3  per  cents,  from  the  jth  of  Ja- 
nuarys  1794.  .,  -A 

Alib^jl^4  per  ^^H  ^^i^uittea  frona  thft  toth-of  OAuber  laft,  and  to  an 
annuity  en  i  is.  5cl.  for  66  years. 

To  be  paid  by  infialn)ent». 

2,697,9Ciol«  out  of  tji'e  coniblidate^  fund,  which  ibaU  arire  from  the  Jih 
of  April,  1794,  to  the  $th  of  April,  i79{. 

That  there  be  granted  to  His  Majefty^  via^ 
Vol.  XXXVir.  5  t 
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10 J.  per  gallon  en  fmglc  brandy  imported* 
2od, ; on  brandy  above  proof  imported, 

8d. on  rum  from  the  Briiifli  colonics. 

l6d.  •  on  ditto  above  proof* 

8d. ■'-  on  vvarchoufcd  runu 

i6d. on  over-proof  ditto. 

lod.  .  on  Angle  fpirits  importedr 

2od. on  over-proof  ditto. 

To  be  paid  by  the  importers. 

id,  per  gallon  fof  \va(h  for  extracting  fpirits  for  home  confumptiOB* 
I },  per  gallon  for  cyder  and  perry,  or  any  otlicr  wafli  for  ditto. 

2d.  .— ^ for  wafli  made  from  fcfufcd  wine,  or  foreign  cyder. 

2.^.  8d.  for  every  96  gallons  of  wafli  made  by  Bifliops  of  JVlHidAone* 
To  be  paid  by  thi  makers  or  diftillers. 

5fd.  per  gallon  for  fpirits  mac'e  in  Scotland  and  imported* 
Alfo  an  additional  duty  in  proportion  for  6ver  proof. 
To  be  paid  by  tiie  importers* 

iod,  per  1000  on  brick?. 

i8J»  ditto  on  plain  tiles. 

4s.  6d.  per  icco  on  plain  tiles,  not  exceeding  10  inches  fquare* 

3S.  2d.  ditto  addition  exceeding  10  inches  fquafe, 

IS.  tod.  ))er  iu:o  for  tilci  other  than  the  above. 

To  be  paid  by  the  makers. 

And  a  drawback  to  be  allowed  on  exportation* 

il.  3s.  4d.  per  cut.  upon  booVs  imported. 

IS.  6d.  for  every  icoo  bricks  imported* 

IS.  lod.  for  every  I  coo  plnin  tiles  imp^)rte^« 

4s.  lod.  per  1000  for  pan  or  ridge  ril  s  imported, 

I  id.  per  1000  for  paving  tiks,  not  above  10  inches  fijuafe* 

IS.  lod.  per  xcco  for  ditto  above  10  inche*. 

IS.  lod.  per  I  Of  o  for  all  other  tiles  imported. 

10?.  per  ton  upon  llatcs  carried  coalhvifek 

25.  6j.  dit^o  upon  llones,  gurnet,  and  marble. 

That  tlie  duties  of  excife  on  paper,  paAeboard^  mill-boards,  fcale*boardii 
and  glazed  paper,  do  ccafc,  and  that  there  be  charged  ir^iieu  thereof^ 

No.  I.  2|d*  per  Ib^  Exciie  duty  upon  paper  for  wntiug,  drawing,  and 

printing, 
"No.  II.  id.  per  lb,  upon  coloured  and  whitcd  brown,  except  elephant 

and  c-niidgc. 
No.  III.  ofd.  per  lb.  for  wrapping  paper. 
No.  IV.  2 Id,  per  lb.  upon  ali  other  papers,  except  {hcathing  and  butteo 

paper. 
No.  V.  los.  6d.  per  cwt.  upon  pafteboard,  kniUboard^  fcalcbqard*  and 

glajied  papers. 

A  drawback  to  be  allowed  on  exportation. 

That  dve  duties  of  cufloms  of  the  above  do  ceafe,  and  there  be  taken  in 
lieu  thereof, 

lod.  per  lb.  on  No.  I.  imported. 

^d.  per  lb,  on  No.  II.  imported. 

6d.  per  lb.  on  paper  hangings  imported* 

1  od.  per  lb.  on  all  oth^r  papers  imported. 

1%.  per  Cwt*  upon  pafteboardsi  &c*  imported*  ^ ' 
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109.  S^d.  oa  fiint  glafi  imported* 

Si.  o|d.  on  materials  ufed  in  m-akio^  window  glafs. 

A  drawbadc  of  8|d.  on  every  foot  of  plate  gla(f  imported*  * 

145. 6d.  per  cwt.  on  fiint  glaHt  exported. 
9$.  lid.  per ditro on  crown  ditto  exported. 
SiJ.  per  foot  on  French  plate  ditto  exported^ 
I4>.  on  French  plate  ditio  imported. 
9».  I  id.  on  French  window  ditto  imported, 
14$.  per  cwt«  on  other  gUfs  impo  ted. 
10s.  8|d.  per  cwt.  on  plates  of  glafs  not  left  than   148$  fquare  inches, 

made  in  v>reat  Britain, 
A  iUmp  duty  of  xool.  upon  contrails  of  perfons  ferving  as  clerks  to  Attor* 

nil's. 
10^1.  admittance  for  cverv  Attorney. 

^ol.  for  contra^  of  clei  ks  to  Attornies  in  Courts  of  Confcience. , 
hoI.  for  admittance  of  Attornies  in  the  Wclfli  Courtly. 
That  the  additional  duties  upon  foreign  fpirits  imported,  granted  and 

Ciintiuued  by  a^sof  31  Geo.  III.  be  made  perpetual. 
Alio  upon  iugar,  by  a<^  31  Geo.  III.  be  mme  perpetuaL 
Altb a  drawback  on  fugar,  allowed  by  the  (aid  4^^  to  be  made  perpetual.' 
Tiiat  the  faid  duties  be  carried  to  the  Confolidatcd  Fund. 

Mr.  FOX  faid,  lie  rofc  to  fay,  that  as  far  as  he  was  able  to  judge 
of  the  fituation  in  which  we  flood  at  prefcnt,  he  was  willing  to  admit 
that  the  l6an  was  a  prudent  one  ;  when  he  faw  ground  for  approba- 
tion, he  was  always  ready  to  give  that  approbation.     With  refped, 
Acrcforc,  to  die  loan,  he  begged  to  be  undcrflood,  that  he  fub- 
fcribed  to  it  implicitly,  becaufe  it  appeared  to  him  to  be  as  advan- 
tageous 7iS  it  could  be ;  and  he  conceived  it  to  be  (o,  not  only  to 
the  Public,  but  fair  alfo  to  the  individuals  concerned  in  it :  he  con- 
fiJercd  it  to  be  as  fair  a  bargain  between  the  two  contracting  par- 
ties, as  ought  to  be  expeSed  by  either.     He  was  g^ad  alfo  that  the 
Minifter  at   lafl  adopted  what  he  had  often  been  advifcd  to  adopt, 
namely,  a  plan  for  keeping  down,  as  mubh  as  pofTible,  the  difcount 
on  Navy  bills  ;  this  was  an  inconvenience  to  the  Public,  which  hc^ 
had  in  a  great  degree  felt,  and  had  often  laboured  to  eonvince  the 
nght  honourable  gentleman  of  it,    and  he  was  glad  he  was  at  lafl 
brought  to  concur  in  tliat  opinion.     It  would  have  been  better  if  the 
whofc  of  the  Navy  debt  had  been  funded  lon«:  fince,  and  therefore 
^ic  plan  of  the  Miniftcr-,  for  keeping  down  the  difcount  upon  Navy 
bills,  which  had  long  been  fo  enormous,  as  far  as  it  went,  had  his 
concurrence.     There  was,  however,  a  point  ultimately  conneded 
vith  the  fubjed  now  before  the  Committee,  to  which  he  could  not 
help  alluding. «    It  was  a  part  of  His  Majcfly's  fpccch,  on  the  open- 
ing of  the  feSion*     He  iamented  that  fuch  a  part  of  the  fpccch  was 
3<^)ted.     He  alluded  to  ttut  part  in  which  His  Majcfly  tells  his 
P^0{^  that  the  burden  of  taxes,  to  be  impofed  upon  tl\cm  would 
not  be  fcvcrely  felt*     How.  was  it  becoming  in  His  Majcfty,  to  tell 
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the  people  of  this  country  that  the  burdens  impoTed  on  them  would 
not  be  fevcrely  feh  ?  'Why  were  the  people  to  be  told,  that  a  bur- 
den of  near  one  million  fterlitig  per  annum,  in  addition  to  the  heavy 

load  which  they  be^r  already,  would  hot  be  fcverely  felt  I Why 

not  leave  the  people  to  judge  for  thcmfcrvcs?    It  was  a    p6im  on 
vhich  the  people  would  form  as  juft  an  opinion,  as  either  His  Ma- 
jefty  or  any  of  his  Minillcrs.     Some  of  the  taxes  already  impofed, 
were  jiretty  fcverely  felt,  and  poflibl/  might  ftill  be  more  fo,   and 
that  too  In  confcqucnte  of  the  taxes  that  were  to  be  added  noijr.   He 
knew  that  in  the  dlfcuffion  of  the  fubjciJl  of/ taxes,  it  was  generally 
admitted,  that  when  they  were  impofed  on  the  lower  clafs  of  fcciety, 
they  would  in  fome  meafure  fall  up6n  thoft  who  cmploj'ed  them  :  on 
the  other  hand,  taxes  impofed  on  articles  of  life  generally  bought  b^ 
the  rich,  might  fall  in  a  great  tneafure  ujxm  the  poor.      It  was 
maintained  often  as  a  principle,  that  taxes  ort  luxury  arc  fairer  im- 
poft  than  any  otifiei'.     Tliis,  in  his  Opinion,  fliould  be  undcrft<»od 
with  certain  allowances  ;  it  was  riot  quite  an  'eafy  thing  to  define 
prccifely  what  was  always  to  be  called  a  luxury  ;  -that  which  wa5 
once  clearly  fo,  may  btcome  from  cuilom  and  habit  a  necci?kr}'of 
life.     The  articles  of  tea  and  fugar,  ft)r  inftance,  were  within  bis 
meaning  by  thefe  obfcrvations ;  for  altht  ugh  in  ihc  fimplic*ty  of 
former  days  wc  were  generally  contented  with-  plain'ftxxi  and  fh^gai 
diet>  yet  tea  and  fdgarwcre  now  in  fQeh  common  ufe,  that  he  feared 
they  were  neceffaries  of  life,  and  neceflarics  too  which  were  in 
greater  ufe  with  tlie  lower  claffc^  of  the  people,  than  wi|h  thofc 
who  had  the  good  fortune  fo  be  in  a  high  condition  ;  and  therefore 
he  could  not  fay  that  fome  of  the  taxes  now  to  be  impofed,  for  they 
refcmbled  thefe,  would  not  be  fevercly  felt.     They  might  \)C  ne- 
ceffary,  but  that  was  another  qucdion*     What  he  meant  to  Infift 
on  was,  that  the  people  ought  to  de'  allowed-  to  judge  forthcmfclvcs 
whether  taxes  were  or  were  not  fevprely  fek,  without  being  didatcd 
to  cither  by  His  M^cfty  orby  his  Miniftcrs.     Another  tax  noiv' 
propofed,  mud,  from  its  nature,  be  a  partial  tax ;  he  meant  die 
tax  on  bricks,  which  the  MinlAer  feemed  to  endeavour  to  counter- 
ad  by  the  tax  on  dates  and  (iohes;  "^  If  Mr.  Hobait  was  not  fittii^ 
in  that  chair,  he  could  tell  the  Committee  that  thi^  tax  was  partially 
laid  on  his  conftituents,  (the  citizens  of  Norwich)'  and  in  that  pait  uf 
the  country  in  whichhe  lived;*  he  would  tell  diem  whether  he  Hi 
not  feel  the  tax  on  bricks  fall  partially, 'immediately,' and  almoft  al- 
together on  particular  indi  viduals,  and  iiot  6n  tiie  mafs  of  the  people, 
^  a  tax  ought  to  be.'   Thi^  was  another  reafon  why  the  people  hac^ 
Z  right  to  Cay  that  taxes  were  fcvcrdy  felt* 
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With  rcgnrd  to  the  tax  on  ftoncs  he  thought  it  a  f^r  tax,  hut  all 
the  circumftanccs  c(M»fidcred,  he  was  afraid  it  muft  be  a  permanci%t 
tax.     He  tfviught  it  neccflarjr  to  fay  thus  much  on  thcfe  taxes  al- 
ihoD^  he  Should  not  6ppofe  ^letn,  bccaufe  he  might  pomt  out  the 
operation  of  a  tax  without  oppofing  it  altej^ether  under  our  prclcnt 
circumfbmccs.    With  rcfpedt  to  the  tax  on  paper  ItceonfeflTed  he<5d 
'notkn6w  enou^  of  the  fubjei^l  to  deliver  stn  opinion  on  it.     With 
rcfpeft  to  the  tax  on  Attorn^,  notwithftanding  t^^e  -applaufe  with 
Which  it  wis  Received,  he  felt  fomc  <l;mbt8  upoa  it,  unlefs  it  M'as 
meant  in  fume  degree  as  a  regulation,  and  fomc  doi^ts  too  as  to  the 
cflfaS  of  that  relation.     A  tax  was  already  impofed  upon  them, 
both  tor  a  licenfe  and  part  of  their  pra£ljce,  under  the  idea  that  Ac 
cuftomer  might  pay  it.     This  might  be  vcrj'  true,  but  perhaps  the 
tax  ibr  that  reafon  might  be  partial,  and  mijrht  fall  on  thofe  whom 
the  Hoiifc  did  not  intend  to  burden.    The  Committee  would  reed- 
IcA,  thit  lome  years  ago  a  tax  was  im^fcd,  called  the  {hop  tax. 
He  had  always  been  of  opinion  tl\at  that  was  a  partial  and  ^Tpprcpiwc 
tax,  but  the  Minifter  and  a  majority  of  the  Houfe  were  of  opinion 
it  was  not  fo,  for  alt]K}ugh  they  could  not  tell  ho1^',  they  infifted  Aat 
the  burden  would  fall  on  the  cuftomer :  he  however  at  laift  convin- 
ced  that  Houfe  that  the  tax  l^'as  partial.     But  if  any  part  of  their  ar- 
gument was  right  upon  that  fubje<tt,  why  fhould  they  not  think  that 
it  applied  to  die  prefent  qafc,  and  then  the  tax  would  fell  on  ihofc  who 
were  already  heavily  taxed,v  namely  the  clients  of  the  Attorney,  for 
if  a  (hop- keeper  could  impofe  upon  his  cuftomcrs,  he  faw  nothing  fi>' 
panicuiarly  blunt  and  (hipid  in  die  charadcr  of  an  Attorney  as  to 
make  him  think  that  he  could  not  chaise  the  man  who  had  the  mii^ 
fiMtune  to  be  his  cuflomer  as  well  as  a  (hop-keeper  ;  he  feared  lliis 
would  open  a  field  for  impcfi:ion.     Tlic  ri^ht  honourable  gentleman 
had  made  fomc  obfcrvations  with  rcfpcvSt  to  tiie  Committee  of  Finance 
In  1 79 1 .     He  thought  it  neceffary  to  obferve,  that  that  Committee 
had  made  a  report  that  was  very  fair  and  juft  wirti  ref[)eft  to  die  re- 
venue, but  he  did  not  agree  with  them  in  their  eftimatc  of  the  ex- 
penditure.'   Indeed  that  wa«  a  point  which  it  was  difficult  to  bring 
to  a  hit  determination,  bccaufe  there  had  been  no  year  in  the  courfc 
of  thcit  computation  \n  which  we  could  be  faid  to  be  at  a  peace  ex- 
penditure ;  and  he  could  not  help  thinking  that  whenever  this  unfor- 
tunate war  fhould  be  at  an  end,  that  a  different  cftimation  mufl  be 
made  with  regard  to  our  permanent  peace  expenditure.     'Fhe  right 
honourable  gendeman  had  flatcd  fume  rcafbns  why  he  had  grounds  to 
hope  that  the  revenue  would  be  more  pirodui^ive  in  future  than  it  had 
been-     That  it  had  been  more  produdive  than  was  expcd^ed  at  the 
commcaceinent  of  the  war  was  a  ciicumihince  he  rejoiced  at ;  but  it 
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was  his  opinion  that  when  the  right  honourable  gentleman  came  to 
the  balance,  after  the  lofs  we  muit  feel  from  the  diminution  of  cuftom 
for  our  manufactures  in  confequencc  of  the  prefent  war,  and  the  low 
ftate  of  commercial  credit ;  he  would  fed  a  great  deficiency  in  the 
revenue,  or  he  was  much  deceived.     He  wifhed  to  obtaii>  all'  the 
information  pofiTiblc  on  this  particular  \  in  the  county  of  Lancaf^er, 
a  county  of  oon&ierablc  manufhdtinrc,  from  die  number  of  bands  now 
unemployed,  and  from  thofe  who  had  been  taken  for  the  fervtce  of 
^e  war,  there  was  reafon  to  bclkve  that  con^merce  was  in  a  laiiguid 
date*     If  he  was  deceived  inthat  opinion  he  Aiould  be  happy  to  be 
^nvinccd  of  it,  but  be  was  afraid  his  information  was  true,  and  it 
fo,  our  commerce  muft  be  in  a  declining  ftate.    He  agreed  \\  ith  f)x 
right  honourable  gentleman  as  to  tlie  gpowirg  produce  of  our  linkutg 
f^nd,  but  he  faw  no  great  rcafon  to  tiiink  tha.tour  raai^ia6torie$  were 
flourifliing,  or  to  think  that  our  revenue  would  not  diminifh.      He 
approved,  as  he  liad  already  foid,  of  th^  Uwin,  and  of  the  pbn  for 
the  keeping  down  of  die  intereft  on  navy  bills  \  he  thought  them  wife 
and  prudent  mcafurcs,  and  whenever  he  could  approve  of  the  conduct 
of  the  Miniiler  he  was  happy  to  fay  fo;  but  he  muft  again  rqxrat  it» 
he  did  not  like  to  hear  language,  didtating  to  the  people  huw  they 
were  to  feci  the  burdens  impofed  on  them  \  he  hoped  they  would 
patiently  bear  whatever  was  neceffary  for  the  public  exigency*     As 
to  what  the  right  honourable  gmtleman  had  ffated  with  regard  to  the 
furplus  of  the  revenue,  that  he  did  not  mean  to  mortgage  tt  for  the 
continuance  of  the  war,  for  that  he  had  provided  for  the  fupport  of 
the  war,  even  if  that  furplus  (hould  oontinue  as  he  hoped,  and  that 
it  fhould  be  employed  towards  th^  payment  of  our  debt,  there  wa^ 
nothir^  remarkable  or  extraordinary  in  that  \  he  believed  tliat  no  fuch 
mortgage  had  been  made  in  the  pn^grefs  of  any  war,  rwr  could  it  be 
expected  to  be  the  cafe  in  this  \  it  was  a  thing  in  its  nature  not  to  be 
done.     With  regard  to  public  credit,  he  cor^fefTed  he  did  not  fee  it 
in  fo  fanguine  a  point  of  view  as  the  right  hqnoiurible  gerulccnan. 

The  public  credit  was  high  at  die  beginning  of  the  American  war, 
and  that  credit  afterwards  became  low  indeed,  but  he  found  we  liad 
r¥)  reafon  to  be  proud  of  the  oomparifon,  between  that  war  and  die 
prefent  in  that  refpe£^,  if  the  piiblic  funds  were  in  any  degree  e\  jdence 
upon  the  queftion  of  public  credit.  In  the  prefent  war,  within  a 
period  of  twenty  months,  the  diree  per  cents  liad  funk  thirty  per  cent. 
Thirty  per  cent,  in  that  time  was  a  tremendous  f.ill  indeed,  and  did 
not  prove  that  the  prefent  war,  did  not  aflFi  A  our  credit.  At  die  be- 
^nning  of  the  American  war  in  1774,  the  three  per  cents  were  at 
84,  at  the  conclufion  of  1783,  the  three  per  cefU$  were  about  54. 
In  the  American  war,  after  (even  years  continuaiKC  of  it,  the  three  pet 
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cents  funk  35  per  cent*  In  this  war,  after  the  continuation  of  ft 
C*r  only  twenty  months,  the  three  per  cents  funk  30  per  cent,  H<^ 
c^xjUI  not  therefore  conceive  that  the  calamities  of  the  prcfent  period 
afFecled  us  Icfs  in  point  of  credit,  than  the  calamities  of  the  American 
war-  It  might  be^  faid  and  truly,  that  much  of  this  was  owing  to 
our  cnorrrKxus  debt,  that  no  doubt  was  a  great  evil,  and  it  was  our 
duty  to  Tcflcd  upon  it  very  fcrioufly.  He  tliought  it  his  duty  to  make 
Lhefe  few  ohfervations,  and  to  fay  again  that  he  thought  it  a  little  hard 
^^n  the  people  of  England,  who  bear  heavy  burdens  pretty  pntiently, 
to  tell  them  from  the  throne  how  they  are  to  bear  them.  He  con- 
cluded ^ith  6yi(^f  that  he  had  no  oppofition  to  mak^  to  the  queftton 
now  belbtx;  the  Conuftittec. 

The  i^lcrfutionis  were  then  all  pafled,  and  the  Houfc  being  r&- 
fuTOcd,  the  report  was  ordered  to  be  recci'O^cd  to-morrow. 

Agreed  to  go  into  a  Commitfee  of  Suppty  on  Fiiday. 

The  Houfedcyoumed. 

Kf r.  HOBART  brought  up  the  report  of  the  Commiftee  of 
Ways  and  Means  for  railing  the  Supply,  as  opened  by  the  Minlficr 
ycftcrday.  ' 

Tlie  refolutkms  "were  read  a  firft  time.  A  fhorf  converfafion 
tnok  place  between  Mr.  Fox  and  the  Chancellor  of  the  Exchoqucr. 
On  the  refolution  for  a  tax  on  attornles  being  read, 

Mrt  JOLIFFE  faSd,  it  might  be  prudent  to  fubjcd  all  pcrfbn« 
who  may  in  future  be  articled  to  attorneys,  to  the  payment  of  i  ooL 
Hut  he  did  not  think  it  would  be  juft  to  impofe  this  tax  on  perfons 
aiicady  articled,  but  not  admitted  \  the  rcafon  was  o(?viou8— many 
yoaths  might  have  been  articled  three,  four,  or  five  years  ago, 
whofc  friends  could  not  enable  them  to  pay  i  ool.  for  their  ad- 
oi'flion,  and  who,  had  they  been  able  to  forcfce  fo  very  extraordi- 
nary a  tax  as  this,  would  have  fought  fomc  other  kind  of  cftabfifh- 
mcnt  in  life ;  this  refolution,  if  carried  Into  a  law,  without  any. 
modiiicaticm  in  their  favour,  would  place  them  prcclfely  in  this  (itu- 
arion — that  Ac  time  ihcy  have  hitherto  paifed  in  qualifying  tliem- 
frlves  for  the  profefTion  of  the  law,  would  be  entirely  loft  to  them ; 
and  manv  of  them  would  be  left  to  learn  fome  other  l^ufirtefs,  at  a 
time  of  life  when  young  men  have  generally  fervcd  out  their  appren- 
liodhip.  He  gave  notice,  therefore,  that  he  would  oppofc  a  retro- 
ipe6)ive  operation  of  this  refutudofi/  >rhcn  it  fliould  appear  before 
tSie  Houfe  in  the  fhape  of  a  bill. 

lie  idblatioQS  bavii^  bctfn.all  agreed  to  by  the  Houfcj  iX  was 
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orrfcred  that  Mr.  Hob^rtjr  Ixrrd  Mornuigton,  Mr.  ftofc,  ftrc.  fhould 
prqjare  and  brirlg  in  bills  founded  on  the  fame» 

Tlie  bill  relative  to  French  property,  &c.  tvTis  re»d  a  fecnrid  timcy 
and  wlicn  the  Speaker  put  tfie  qqelilion,^  on  the  motion  of  the  Attor- 
ney  General,  ".  that  tlus  bill  tccoimmltted/'         .       ^ 

Mr#  JEKYLL  rofc  j  he  faid  l\e  tnifte*!  there  was  not  vithiii  the 

walls  of  that  Houfe,  2  Member  wbo.woidd  not  give  hk  fdlovr 

Member  credit,  when  he  declared  that  he  did  not  nr.ean  to  oppofe  the 

pTinciple  of  a  hill,  I'^^ich  purported  to  have  for  its  mam  object  to 

.prevent  a  country,  with  which  ^ve  hsfid  thic  misfortune  10  be  jit  war> 

£rom  deriving  from  this  nation  any  ^iud  towarcis  c^pintying  it  on  againR 

&»     If  he  underftcpd  liic  bill  Hghtly,  it$  f)kjeA  if^.t^fhiol^ ;    to 

nut  it  outof  thp  po^tx  of  I'rance  to  4^  fiom  ourfjblyes  tfi«  iheans 

of  annoying  us,  \  and  to  libcure  (hd  property  which  tiativesBi  fof  France 

may^have  in  Englaitd,  that  whcri  .^c  hs^ppy  day  (hould  cgrnc,  that 

would  piA  an  end  to  tfie  war  in  whJich  ;he  two  countries  ate  unf jr- 

funately  engagc.1,  fuch  nitfve^  might  be  ablp  to  iSnd  fudi  property 

fefe^  ani^  tieady  to  be  A^rver^d  fo  thcm^    „Hc  faTd  he  had  attended 

tcry  clofcfy  to  the  contents  of  th^  bil1>  when  it  was  rca^  :?  ^corHf 

.time»  and,  as  far  as  he  coiddf  judge,  the  bill  <by  no  meatis  hei^  out 

to  the  Frenchmen  who  were  to  be  favoured  by  it,,  the  fccurity  which 

it  prnfefTed  it  to  be  its  objcft  to  grant  them.     Ft  was  rtbt  his  inten- 

Ifon,  he  faidt  to  fpeak  of  that  part.of  their  property  whkh  was  vcftccT 

rn  our  funds,  arfd  which  he  had  heard  did  not  exceed  250,000!.,  he 

would  confine  himfelf,  therreforc,  tofix^  films  as  thn^  might  have 

placed  in  the  hands  0/  our  merdiant^  or  bankers.     If  the  fccurity 

which  the  bill  H^yuld  afford,  was  as  great  as  gentlemen  ^ould  hive 

him  believe,  it.  would  enable  a  Frenchman,  on  the  return  of  peace, 

to  come  into  this  coCintryTwith  a  (fertainty  of  finding  his  mpncy  where 

the  Parli':iment  bad  locked  it  up  for  him,  fo  that  he  might  by  hts 

liand  upon  it,^  and  take  it  away  with  hfm  ■^h^ncvcr  he  pleafcd. — 

But  did  the  brll  really  holc^out  any  lueh  fccurit)'  r     By  no  means ;, 

on  the  contnry,  by  putting  it  out  of  the  power  of  the  Owner  to  calf 

it  in  now,  it  cxpofed  him  to  all  the.conicquences  oF  the  rilks  and  ha-. 

zards  of  trade.     No  m^n  had  a  higlicr  refpctit  or  \-aluetfiart4ic  had 

fur  commercial  men ;  6ut  be  couM  not  fo  far  forget  the  feflTorB  of  ex- 

.^eiicncc,  as  to  believe  it  impofTible  that  arsy  of  them  fhould  ever 

become  infolvcntk     Should  any  ErijglKh  holder  of  Frcndi  property 

break  before  thcconduiion  of  the  4ar,  then  the  boaded  fccurity  held 

out  by  the  Britifh  Failiament  to  an  unfortunate  Frendi  creditor, 

would  amount  to  no  more  than  this,  that  he  migiht  come  in  perhaps 

&r  his  dividcTid  of  a  fhilUi^in  the  pound  ;  whereas^'  if  tltt$  bHl  Had 
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never  been  thought  of,  he  might  have  dra^Ti  for  and  received  the 
irhole  of  his  demand  before  the  failure  of  his  correfpondent. 

There  was  another  point  of  view  in  which,  he  faid,  the  fecurity 
held  «3ut  to  the  French  creditor  was  deluilve.  It  was  propofcd  to 
cnaci,  that  any  merchant  or  other  iil  tliis  country,  holcUng  property 
belonging  to  a  native  of  France,  who  (hould  pay  it  away  in  confe- 
qucTiiCc  of  any  warrant,  or  letter  of  attorney,  or  bill  of  exchange  from 
abroad,  (hould  be  fuhjccl  to  a  penalty.  What  was  this  to  the 
French  creditor  ?  Would  it  reftore  him  his  property?  No;  the 
merchant  might  be  puniihed,  but  he,  poor  Frenchman,  would  be 
the  k)fer  of  his  property  in  confequencc  of  a  bill  intended  for  his  be- 
tiefit.  But  tliis  was  not  all ;  for  the  bill  not  only  did  not  fecure  his 
property,  but  might  even  endanger  his  life  ;  for,  if  the  penalty  was 
to  be  inflidcd  on  the  Englifli  merchant  for  a  breach  of  the  regula- 
tions of  this  bill,  it  mud  ncceiTarily  be  preceded  by  an  inquiry,  and 
confequcntly  attended  with  publicit)^  What  might,  in  that  cafe  be 
the  fate  of  the  unfortunate  Frenchmen,  whom  it  was  the  object  of  the 
framers  of  the  bill  to  pioteft  ?  Too  much  fccrccy  could  not  be  ob- 
fcrvcd  in  a  Sufincfs  of  this  kind  ;  and  therefore  he  funded  whcthef 
it  might  not  1  e  advifeaUe  to  inftitute  a  commiiTion  for  carrying  into 
eScd  With  all  pofiible  privacy  the  purpofcs  of  this  biU* 

Wliat  he  had  faid  he  did  not  mean  to  urge  a9  objddlions  to  the 
bill,  but  rather  as  hints  or  fuggeftions  thrown  out  that  th^y  might 
tx:  impiOved  by  pcrfons  more  verfed  in  legiilation  than  he  was.  But 
iboTc  all,  he  entreated  the  Houfe  to  take  care  that  it  did  not  fo  pro- 
ceed as  to  put  thoTe  perfons,  whom  it  was  their  intention  to  favour 
and  protecl,  in  a  worfe  condition  than  they  could  be  if  they  were 
left  to  their  own  dlfcrction,  either  to  fuffer  their  property  to  remain 
In  the  hands  where  it  was  already  depofitcd,  or  to  draw  it  out,  be- 
fore any  thing  had  happened  that  might  render  their  debtors  info- 
lent,  arid  fo  deprive  them  of  their  property  inftead  of  fccuring  it. 

The  ATTORNEY  GENERAL  faid,  he  was  now  confirmed 
in  his  opinion  that  no  objecUon  would  be  dated  from  any  quartef 
of  the  Houfe  to  fhc  principle  of  the  bill,  which,  as  it  regarded  the  na- 
tion, was  a  bill  of  protection ;  and  as  it  regarded  the  natives  of 
France,  ^as  to  them,  though  fubjefts  of  a  ftate  ^with  wliich  wc 
were  at  war,  a  bill  of  humanity,  juftice,  and  alfo  of  protection. 
His  learned  fridnd,  he  obferved,  had  not  very  attentively  confidered 
the  matter,  or  he  would  not  have  faid  that  tlic  proteAion  which  was 
hdd  out  by  this  bill  to  Frenclunen,  owners  of  property  in  the 
haitds  of  Engliihmen,  would  be  delulive.  What  was  the  fecurity 
wkkji  fuch  Frenchmen  had  at  this  initant  ?  Nonq  but  fuch  as  was 

Vox.  XXXVIL  T  t 
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founded  folcly  on  ri\c  honour  and  integrity  of  their  debtors.  The 
law  at  this  moment  afforded  them  none  \  for  his  learned  friend 
knew  very  well  that  if  a  FretKhman  was  to  bring  an  adionat  prcfea^ 
'  in  any  of  our  courts  for  the  Vecovery  of  the  moft  juft  debt,  the  de- 
fend:! nt  had  only  to  plead  that  the  plaintiff  was  an  alien  efumyy  an^I 
there  would  be  an  end  of  the  aclion,  for  no  adi<«n  brought  fcv  a 
fubjcS  of  a  ftate  at  war  with  us  could,  during  the  war,  be  enter- 
tained in  our  courts  after  fuch  a  plea  was  cftabliihcd. 

What  would  be  the  condition  of  tlie  French  creditor  after  the 
paflmg  of  this  bill  r  It  would  be  this,  that  though  his  debtor  (Iv^uUl 
have  paid  the  money  ten  times  over,  in  confcqucncc  of  a  power  of 
attorney  or  bill  of  exchange,  he  cannot  by  proof  of  fuch  a  fa^  bar 
his  creditor's  claim,  but  mull  pay  the  money  to  him  when  fucd  for 
after  the  war.  The  bill,  he  faid,  was  to  be  confidered  in  the  two- 
fold Hglit  of  a  bill  of  protection  to  in  individual  Frcndiman,  an<l 
otVi/rwrr  to  tljs  kingdom.  It  was  fitj  therefore,  as  %  deferfjh: 
meafuro,  that  the  moft  efFetlual  means  (hould  be  employed  for  pre- 
venting France  from  deriving  from  England  any  part  of  her  re- 
fources  for  carr)  ing  on  the  war.  For  this  purpofe  it  was  his  in- 
tention to  fill  up  the  blank  left  in  the  firft  elaufe^  ii>r  the  dcfcriptic^ 
of  tlic  penalty  to  be  inf)i£led  on  thofc  who  (hould  be  guilty  of  a 
breach  of  it,  with  the  words  "  high  tntifon,'^  Gentlemen  wcjuld 
recoiled,  tliat  when  the  Alien  bill  was  under  difcuffion  laft  year, 
all  mcntUm  of  bills  cf  exchange  was  omitted,  on  tlie  idea  that  it 
was  not  likely  that  fuch  inllruments  would  be  rcfortcd  to  for  pro- 
curing money  for  the  Convetition.  But  at  prefent,  it  was  both  a 
matter  of  fad  and  of  notoriety,  that  the  Convention  aimed  at  g:un- 
ing  fupplics  for  the  war,  by  means  of  bills  of  exchange.  It  wa-; 
therefore  a  mcafurc  of  felf-defcncc  to  make  it  high  trcafon  in  any 
one  in  this  countrv  to  honour  fuch  bills. 

A  breach  of  the  fecund  claufe  he  faid  he  would  propoie  to  punifli 
by  a  pramunire. 

He  was  a\»'are  that  many  difficulties  might  be  ftartcd,  and  many 
objedlions  urged  againft  the  bill ;  but  he  requeftod  gentlemen  wxjuld 
be  fo  gockl  as  to  confidcr  it  only  2&part^  not  the  ivholcj  of  a  plan  ; 
tliis  part  of  it  having  for  its  avowed  objeS  to  enadt  mcafurcs  oifclf- 
df fence  J  rcijuircd  difpatch,  and  could  not  be  too  fpecdily  carried  into 
cfFedJ :  the  reft  of  the  plan  would  be  made  die  fubjccl  of  another 
bill,  which  being  in  its  nature  Icfs  prcflTing,  might  be  difcuifcd  more 
at  kifure,  and  w  ith  more  deliberation  than  could  be  beftowed  on 
tliat  wJiich  was  then  immediately  under  the  conlldcration  of  the 
Houie. 

Tile  bill  was  then  ordered  to  be  committed*.     Adjourned^ 
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Fiidayj  'jth  February. 

Mr.    WILBERFORCE  faid  that  there  had   been  fomc  ap- 
prch.en(M>n  by  many  that  the  motion   which  he  was  now  to  bring 
fon^ard   ^^ould  go  to  the  total   abolitiofi  of  the  flave  trade.     His 
Ideas   went  to  that  length  feme  time  ago,  and  he  had  not  alter- 
ed his  fcntiments  upon  that  fubjecft,  but  the  motion  he  had  to  fub- 
mit  to  that  Houfe  this  day,  by  no  means  went  to  that  extent.    The 
wh»)!c  of  the  motion,  with  which  he  fhould  conclude,  ^^-as  confined 
t«>  the  prevention  of  any  fupply  by  us  to  any  of  the  foreign  territo- 
ries with  flives  from  the  Coaft  of  Africa.     That  was  a  part  of 
the  trade  which  in  fa<^  could  hardlv  now  be  faid  to  exift,  and 
the  main  objc<3  of  his  motion  was  that  it  fliould  not  bd  revived  ; 
and  therefore  it  \*^as  neceffary  for  him  to  argue  the  point  at  length  ; 
he  fhould  wait  to  hear  what  was  to  be  urged  agiinft  his  motion,  ra- 
ther than  labour  to  eftabliih  the  prq)Ticty  of  it,  as  the  fubjeft  had 
been  amply  difcuiTed,  and  the  arguments  long  ago  cxhaufted»    He 
therefore  moved  that  leave  be  given  to  bring  in  a  bill  for  preventing 
the  fupply  of  foreign  territories  with   llavcs  from    the  Coaft  of 
Afric?,  and  that  this  motion  be  referred  to  a  Committee  of  the  whole 
Houfe. 

Sir  WILLIAM   YOUNG  applauded  the  humanity  by  w^hich 
the  honourable  gentleman  who  had  made  the  morion,  was  actuated, 
but  fund  himfelf,  after  mature  deliberation  of  the  fubjedl,  bound  to 
give  his  negative  to  the  motion  now  before  the  Houfe.     He  thought 
die  motion  objeilionable  in  various  {x/mts  of  view  :  it  was  inefficient 
for  tlie  purpofe  profeiTcd  to  be  in  view  by  it ;  it  was  unequal  in  itfelf ; 
it  was  dangerous  in  points  of  time  and  experiment ;  and  finally,  it 
was  vexarious  to   merchants  concerned  in  our  Weft  India  trade. 
Under  all  thefc  circumftances,  he  was  bound  to  give  it  his  negative- . 
Mr.  WHITBREAD  faid  he  ihculd  not  enter  into  the  merits 
of  the  bill  propofed  to  be  brought  in  by  the  prefcnt  motion  ;  but  it 
was  matter  of  fingular  regret  to  him  that  this  fubjcct  ^ras  no  more 
attended  to  in  another  atfembly.    He  hoped  the  honourable  mover 
of  this  qucftion  would  perfift  in  his  firft  refolution  up^n  this  fubjeft 
for  the  total  and  immediate  abolition  of  this  abominable  trade.    He 
fliould  be  forry  indeed  to  fee  an  abatement  in  the  zeal  of  that  Houfe 
upon  this  fabjed.     If  they  acted  as  they  had  with  a  view  of  palling 
the  matter  by,  without  determining  upon  it,  that  was  certainly  a  con- 
duel  from  which  thev  could  derive  no  credit.     The  Houfe  of  Com- 
m?ns  (hould  watch  them  in  this  particular,  and  (hew  them  that  they 
were  not  lefs  zealous  at  this  time  than  they  were  when  they  carried 
up  their  rcfolu^on  :  "  That  they  were  determined  to  keep  the  i\i> 
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jedl  alive  ;  that  they  would  agitate  it  day  after  day,  and  from  time 
to  time,  until  they  had  brouglit  that  affembly  to  a  fcnfe  of  (hame» 
and  a  determination  to  do  their  duty,  which  at  prcfent  they  fcemcd 
unwilling  to  do.  He  therefore  would  put  it  to  the  honourable  gentle- 
man as  a  quefiion,  whether  he  did  not  think  it  his  duty  to  renew  all 
the  former  meafurcs  for  the  abolifhing  of  tlie  (lave  trade  i  It  has  been 
faid,  that  the  time  ivvas  pad  for  agitating  this  que(lion,and  that  the  dan- 
ger was  great.  No  time  could  be  inconvenient.  No  danger  could  be 
fo  prefling  as  to  allow  the  Houfe  to  continue  fuch  grofs  injuflicet 
as  that  which  attended  the  flave  trade.  The  honourable  baronet 
Mho  oppofcd  the  motion  now  before  the  Houfc,  went  fome  time  ago 
to  the  Weft  Indies  ;  when  he  came  back,  it  was  faid  he  gave  it  as 
his  opinion,  that  the  abolifhing  of  the  flave  trade  was  pracHcable  ; 
if  fo,  there  could  be  no  doubt  of  its  expediency.  How  the  change 
in  the  opinion  of  the  honourable  gentleman  could  be  accounted  for, 
was  beyond  the  power  of  his  capacity  to  comprehend ;  he  faid,  in  the 
prefent  queftion  that  the  trade  was  alrnoft  totally  dcftroyed ;  th^n,  if 
there  were  no  foreign  trade,  of  confcqucnce  therp  could  not  be  any 
fource  of  wealth  overturned  or  cut  oflP.  He  (hould  wifti  the  Houfe  to 
refledl  on  the  (hame  of  patronizing  an  inftitution  fo  pregnant  with  in- 
juftice,  ai^d  he  hoped  that  the  event  would  exhibit  a  fmall  minor it}*^  in 
pppofition  to  the  motion  ;  and  that  even  that  minorit}'  would  dwindle 
^way  trll  the  unanimous  fenfe  of  the  Houfe  fliould  be  for  tlie  total  abo- 
lition of  a  traffic  fo  infamous,  fo  repugnant  to  good  goi^emmcnt,  and 
fo  inimical  to  humanit}\  The  vexations  which  might  arife  to  the  mer- 
chants and  other  individuals,  who  were  members  of  that  traffic,  had 
been  reprefcntctl  as  reafons  againft  die  meafure  \  but  what  were  thofe 
conliderations  in  comparifon  to  the  enormities,  to  the  baneful  and  de- 
ftfudlive  principles  of  the  trade,  by  which  thoufands  of  human 
beings  were  deprived  of  their  natural  rights,  and  marked  out  as  the 
yidims  of  a  fyftem  of  rapine  and  blood.  He  (hould  trouble  the 
Houfe  no  further  than  by  repeating  his  wifh  that  the  m^tfen  had 
been  made  general,  and  not  particularized  in  the  manner  in  which 
it  had  been  exhibited  for  difcuffion. 

Sir  WILLIAM  YOUNG  rofe  to  explain. 

Mr.  CAWl^HORNE  faid^  that  the  laft  aa  was  pcrfeflly  nu- 
gatory, and  that  this  would  appear  fo  too ;  that  it  was  as  prejudicial 
to  the  merchants,  and  wa^  deftru(?live  to  the  interefts  of  dioufands  : 
he  was  ready  to  allow  all  thofe  fine  fcntiments  of  humanity  and 
philanthropy,  and  gave  credit  for  the  feelings  of  thofe  whoex- 
prefled  them,  but  he  could  not  help  faying  tliat  thofe  who  Milhed 
for  the  entire  abolition  of  the  flave  trade  were  much  to  be  doubted 
as  to  their  a^edtion  to  the  conftitutionj  and  he  was  perfedtly  certain 
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that  many  wlio  lad  year  were  applying  for  tliat  purpofc  were  inimi- 
cal to  the  Church  and  State.  ' 

Mr.  DENT  faid,  that  the  queftion  was  completely  abflracled 
from-  the  total  abolition  ^  and  he  was  proceeding  to  argue  on  the 
general  heads  of  the  ftate  of  the  Weft-India  Illands,  when  he 
was  called  to  order  by  Mr.  Smith,  who  faid  that  he  was  not 
fpeaking  to  the  queftion. 

Mr.  Dent  continued,  and  ftated  thit  Several  failures  at  Liver- 
pool had  already  ^rifen  from  tlic  confideration  which  this  fubjedi 
had  undergone,  that  tlie  fum  of  tlirec  millions,  whicii  was  the 
amount  produced  by  it,  was  too  fcrious  to  be  overUx^kcd.  As  to 
the  humanity  of  the  fubject,  it  was  for  the  moft  part  fpcculativc ; 
that  if  the  trade  were  to  be  cxclufivcly  dropped  by  us,  the  Dutch 
would  be  the  fole  pmprieti)rs  of  it. 

Alderman  NEWNHAM  took  a  view  of  the  manner  in  which 
the  m^afure  had  been  treated  laft  year  ;  the  humanity  was  praife- 
worthy,  but  it  was  overftrained  ;  and  the  examinations  in  corrobo- 
ration fcl!  ihort  of  their  purport.  He  hoped  in  contradiction  to  the 
wi(h  of  an  honourable  gentleman,  that  this  would  not  be  brought 
forward  year  after  year ;  but  diat  if  it  were,  he  (liould  hope  that 
the  number  of  cruel  circumftances  fliould  not  be  heaped  tc^edi«r  to 
cxageratcthe  odium  caft  on  it,  but  tliat  it  fliould  be  combated  by 
&ir  argument.  If  it  were  ncceffary  to  overturn  an  inftitution,  be* 
aufe  thcie  had  been  violent  and  CTjat  abufes,  he  (hould  be  able  to 
prove  fuch  circumftances  of  cruelty  and  innovarion  upon  the  holy 
ftate  of  matrimony,  and  of  fo  flagr-int  a  nature,  as  to  be  an  incon- 
trovertible argument  for  the  overturning  that  fyftem ;  he  (hould 
vcnrure  to  alfert  that  the  flaves  in  the  Weft  Indies  were  ver)"  well 
treated,  as  well  in  every  refpt^iS  as  we  treated  our  fcrvants,  nay 
more,  our  children.  He  fliould  fit  down  by  giving  liis  hearty 
dilfent  to  the  motion. 

Colonel  TARLETON  faid,  that  he  fliould  not  trouble  the 
Houfe  long ;  but  it  was  ncceftary  for  him  to  do  more  than  give  h 
tilent  vote  upon  die  fubjecl,  from  its  nature  confequential  and  im- 
portant. He  confidcred  the  change  fpecified  as  a  dangerous  interfer- 
ence with  the  trade,  which  he  muft  oppofe  ;  he  had  even  been  the 
advocate  of  temperate  reform ;  and  mixlcration,  in  tliat  particular^ 
was  the  only  method  by  which  it  could  attain  its  end.  He  muft 
give  his  diflcnt,  bccaufe  he  thought  it  an  unequivocal  attack  upon 
private  property ;  any  innovation  upon  whieh  muft  be  delicate  and 
cautious ;  and  the  fituation  of  thofe  merchants  and  planters  whofe 
concerns  would  be  afFeftcd  by  it,  was  an  object  of  too  much  weight, 
not  to  require  fcrious  deliberation.     As  to  the  tradp  in  queftion,  if 
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it  had  been  to  a.mmcnce  de  mvoy  he  (hould  have  no  difficulty  in 
declaring  his  mo  ft  decided  and  dire(3  t^ppofition  to  it ;  but  as  the 
circumtlanccs  linnd  at  prefent,  he  muft  confider  the  mcafurc  pro- 
pofed  as  a  violent  aggrctVion  upon  property,  and  which  muft  produce 
the  moft  firrious  civjifLqucnccs.  The  prefcnt  trade  with  forcTgn 
countries  was,  in  his  nnvxi,  the  only  profpeiS  of  indemnificati»  n 
which  wc  had  to  defray  the  expences  of  the  ruinous  and  unfortumtc 
war  in  wliich  wc  were  en^iged ;  and  what  benefit  could  arifc  tnim 
its  deftrucVhm  w^as  to  him  a  problem  not  eufy  to  be  folvcd. — He 
(houhf,  after  having  faid  fo  much  at  prefcnt,  take  leave  of  the 
tpicftion  by  obfcrving,  that  yve  were  laying  a  reftraint  upon  our  com- 
mcrce,  and  eIog;;ing  the  exertions  of  the  merchant,  upon  i^hcfc 
profperitv  the  intered  of  this  countn'  depended. 

Mr.  bi;DLEY  RYDER  faid,  that  he  could  not  but  exprefs 
his  aftoniiTimcnt  at  the  unfortunate  fuccefs  which  the  prefcnt  qmi- 
tion  experienced.  On  die  expofuion  of  the  bill  brought  forward 
laft  year,  it  had  been  faid  that,  as  a  motive  of  oppolition  to  its 
purport,  the  deftru(fiion  of  a  trade  fo  ver>'  profitable  was  an  innova- 
tion as  dangerous  in  execution  as  it  was^  abfurd  in  policy  ;  new  it 
has  been  laid  down  as  an  argument,  that  there  is  no  trade,  and 
therefore  the  bill  is  inefficacious  and  fuperfluous.  He  confcfled  he 
was  not  a  little  aftonifhed  at  the  inconlifteno' ;  but  it  did  not  end 
here  ;  gentlemen  had  exprefled  no  fingle  objection  to.  the  theory  of 
the  bill,  but  that  it  was  21  ipeafure  fit  to  be  purfued,  and  laudable, 
could  it  be  done  gradually ;  and  upon  this  cccafion  it  was  oppofctf, 
though  it  is  in  tlie  firft  flep  towards  that  fame  gradual  abolition  ;  at 
that  time  die  mcafures  to  be  adopted  were  only  .partial,  at  prcfent 
they  w^erc  not  fi),  but  likely  to  be  general.  We  muft  advert  to 
another  inconfiflency,  that  we  can  regulate  the  trade  better  by  fomc 
degrees  approaching  to  humanity, — but  that  others  will  not;  wc  arc 
therefore  to  continue  ravaging  and  ftiipping  a  country  of  its  inhabi- 
tants, bringing  them  into  that  fituation  in  which  they  arc  liable  to 
every  difeafe,  infection,  and  cruelty,  becaufe  anv  other  country 
which  might  think  proper  to  enter  into  fuch  a  commerce,  would  be 
inclined  to  treat  them  with  ftill  greater  feveritj%  and  that  more 
pcrfccjtion  would  occur  to  that  unfortunate  people  than  under  our 
hands.  He  took  a  review  of  the  advantages  accruing  from  the 
trade  upon  the  moderate  terms  of  the  motion,  which  was  a  gradual 
metliod  of  abolirion,  and  thofc  derived  from  it  in  the  prtfent  ftaCe, 
which  the  opjy/crs  fo  inconfiftcnth'' juftified. 

Mr.  LECtiMERE  oppofed  the  motion  upon  the  general  grounds 
of  the  indifpcnfable  obligation  on  the  Commons  to  protcd  the  pro- 
perty of  intiividuais. 
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Mr.  ESTE  fpoke  ag?ilnft  the  motion,  and  took  a  view  of  the 
manner  in  which  both  qu<;ftions  had  been  treated  ;  he  adverted  to 
the  fneer  winch  an  honourable  gentleman  (Mr.  Whi thread)  had 
treated  an  higher  aflfembly  in  their  legiilativc  capacity,  and  con- 
initTcd  the  qucftion  as  premature  pending  the  enquiry  which  was 
i^4ng  on  in  the  other  Houfe  ;  that  he  diought  it  too  precipitate,  as 
it  went  to  an  immediate  aboliiion  of  part,  wlien  it  had  been  thought 
neceffnTv  only  to  proceed  gradually  ;  that  thcfc  fcafons  of  diftrcfs 
and  troubles  were  but  ill  calculated  for  innovations,  anti  he  ex- 
peeled  that,  were  the  arrangement  to  take  place,  the  Colonies 
M«>u]d  be  in  arms, 

Mx.  WHITBREAD  faid,  that  he  did  not  mean  a  fneer,  but 
his  direct  difapprobaticn.  Keeping  thofc  opinions  in  his  mind 
r,hiA  he  ever  had,  and  which  he  rtioiiki  continue  to  the  end  of  his 
life  to  chcrilh,  he  fhould  give  his  unconditional  fupport  to  the  m®- 
ti3i\.  He  took  notice  how  very  incwnfiftent  the  arguments  were 
whidi  have  been  made  ufc  of  in  oppofition.  Every  one  who  rccdi- 
Ict^cd  the  full  difciilTion  which  thi^  important  queftion  had  under- 
pone  (he  bcficvcd  the  mod  extcnfive  that  any  had  ever  experienced) 
mixd  be  amply  and  fully  confeioiis  of  tlic  neceflit)'^  of  the  abolition  ; 
the  event  had  fully  proved  it ;  for  the  refolution  of  the  Houfe  had 
decreed  the  gradual  aboliiion.  The  objed  was  now  the  deftrudion 
cf  tlic  ^Kcign  trade,  wl.ich  was  the  firft  ftep,  and  he  could  not 
cmccive  how  ^^enrkmen  could  reconcile  the  inconfiftencv  to  their 
u'uterRaAdin^,  that  the  motion  was  prccijMtate,  when  only  part  iof 
Ihe  trade  was  tlie  conlideration  ;  he  (hould,  from  the  principles  he 
mentioned,  be  free  to  declare  tliat  this  was  the  time  of  tiie  downfall 
<ic  tltat  partiouLirly,  when  the  gentlemen  in  die  oppofition  faid,  that 
thz  trade  was  nearly  deftnwcd ;  in  order  that  we  might  prtvc nt  any 
revival  of  this  abominable  traffic,  the  Houfe  liad  concurred  in  the 
gradual  abolition ;  he  fhould  therefore  reprobate  the  idea  thrown 
out  by  the  gentleman  who  fpoke  laft,  that  the- Houfe  wifhcd  to  get 
rid  of  the  meafurc  ;  the  only  obje(9ion  to  the  fubjecl  in  die  laft 
year  was,  the  fca?  that  was  entertained  of  the  effed  of  precipita- 
tion ;  in  the  principle  all  were  unanimous  ;  but  a  dreadful  cfFed 
was  apprehended  from  the  violence  of  the  change ;  and  the  fble 
quetUon  which  was  then  to  be  confidered  was,  whether  the  injur)' 
of  the  abolition  was  not  greater  than  theinjuiy  of  the  continuation, 
till  the  gradual  abolition  ihould  take  place.  As  to  the  infinuitions 
of  the  gentleman  w2k)  fpoke  laft,  that  it  was  not  honourable  to  pro- 
ceed in  the  bufmcfs  pending  the  deliberations  o{  the  Upper  Houfe, 
lic  ihould  beg  leave  to  differ  with  him.  He  certainly  muft  regret, 
in  common  widi  every  man,  the  delay  whicli  had  attended  the  pro- 
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fccution  of  this  mcafure,  and  in  the  laft  fcflion  he  believed  only 
four  davs  liad  been  expended  for  that  purpofe  ;  but  he  thou^f  that 
an  adclhional  rcaton  for  ngrcc  Jng  to  gp  into  a  Committee,  as  the 
prcfcnt  object,  the  foreign  trade,  tras  that  which  required  Ieai\ 
Confidcration,  and  would  take  up  lefs  time  In  examination  than  any- 
other  ;  it  would  therefore  (feelings  as  he  did,  the  rcfpcd  doe  from 
6ne  braneh  of  the  Legiflature  to  another)  be  taking  fome  part. of  die 
Veight  from  thcJr  hands.  This  mode  would  confidefably  pronncjlc 
the  objed  of  the  original  motion  ;  for  nothing  could  better  cfFe^ 
that  purpofe  than  fending  this  Bill  fcparatcly  to  the  Houfe  of  Lords. 
He  concluded  by  obfcrving,  that  ever)'  Member  of  that  Houfe  was 
bound  in  principle  to  fupport  the  motion^  and  to  make  the  mod 
ftrenuoas  efforts  for  its  fupport. 

Mr.  Chancellor  PITT  took  a  view  of  the  w'holc  of  Ac  fiibjc<5l 
of  the  Slave  Trade,  as  c^onnedted  with  the  ptefent  motion,  and  was 
clearly  of  opinion  the  Houfe  ought  to  agree  to  the  mcafure  now 
propofed.  It  was  perfeftly  confiftent  with  the  reiblutions  of  that 
Houfe^  fent  by  diem  two  years  ago  to  the  ()ther  Houfe  of  Parlia- 
ment. How  flood  the  cafe  ?  That  Houfe  had  pafled  rciblutkins 
for  the  gradual  abolition  of  the  whole  of  the  Sliipve  Trade  On  the 
coaft  of  Africa.  This  was  only  one  part  of  that  fyftem  ;  for  it 
trcnt  to  the  prohibidng  die  importation  by  us  of  any  flaves  into 
foreign  territories :  to  abolifh  part  immediately  was  only  proceeding 
on  a  plan  of  gradually  abolifhing  the  whole.  The  trade  kieif, 
which  was  the  objoSt  of  this  motion,  was  now  at  an  end.  What 
then  w;<s  diked  by  the  motion  ?  Nothing  more  than  that  the  Houfe 
of  Commons  would  not  fuifer  to  revive  a  trade  they  had  already 
agrefed  to  abolifli — a  trade  at  which  all  human  beings  rcvolted-^-*a 
trade  which  even  its  defenders  agreed  to  be  an  tnfamOBs  one,  and 
wJiich  thev  dould  wifli  to  be  abolifhed  the  firfrmoment  it  could  be 
done  without  being  attended  with  a  diminution  of  our  commerce : 
thcfc  were  the  fentimenits  which  were  generally  felt,  When  that 
Houfe  pafled  d>e  refolutions  which  were  now  before  axtother  Houfe 
of  Parliament.  Of  that  Houfe,  and  of  its  proceedings,  he  wiihcd 
to  fpcak  in  terms  that  were  becoming  from  one  Houfe  of  Parlia- 
ment to  another :  but  he  muft  fay,  that  laft  year  the  whole  time 
that  had  been  allotted  by  that  Houfe  to  the  difcuifion  of  the  fubje^t 
of  the  Slave  Trade  was  only  four  days;  he  had  no  blame  to  attach 
to  tliis  mtxle  of  procedure  ;  but  it  certainly  could  not  be  a  rcafonr 
why  the  Houfe  of  Commons  fhould  lofe  its  diligence  on  the  fub- 
jedt.  Whatever  might  be  the  rcafon  why  dicir  LordQiips  had  not 
yet  come  to  a  conclulion  on  the  whde  of  the  refoludons  broi^ht  to 
tliem  upon  the  Slave  Trade,  it  nfiuft  be  a  reafon  why  the  Houfe  of 
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Conuixms  fliould  proceed  upon  the  prefent  morion,  becaufe  the 
diflfcidty  of  concfuding  the  whole  of  the  fubjcA  made  it  neceflaiy 
tfiat  no  tunc  ihoidd  be  loftiin  concluding  one  part  of  it.  In  fhort, 
all  thofe  who  were  for  a  total  abolition  of  the  trade  muft  vote  for 
this  motion,  as  favouring  the  end  they  had  in  view-  All  thofe 
who  were  for  the  gradual  abolition,  would  vote  for  the  motion  for 
the  fame  reafon  ;  and  even  thofe  who  were  againft  the  rcfolutions  of 
that  Houfe  upon  the  Slave  Trade,  might  vote  in  favour  of  the 
motion,  and  none  of  thofe  who  oppofed  the  meafure  could  vote 
againft  it,  confiftently  with  the  grounds  on  which  they  aigued ;  for 
the  aiguments  diey  offered  againft  the  motion  Were,  in  their  real 
ticndency,  in  favour  of  tlie  motion. 

Mr.  PIELE  faid,  that  when  humanity  was  oppofcd  to  intereft, 
doubtleisly  the  latter  fhould  give  way.  But  would  gentlemen  aver 
that  was  the  cafe  here  ?  Perhaps  they  would  find  it  far  otherwife. ' 
The  people  in  the  Weft  Indies  were  free  far  beyond  any  idea  he 
fenned  of  their  fituation.  A  greater  degree  of  freedom,  fo  fer 
from  increaiing  their  happinefs,  would  add  to  their  infelicity. 
Human  nature  was  fo  framed,  that  it  ftood  in  need  of  being  fird 
cnli^tened  before  it  was  capable  of  the  benefits  of  freedom,  and 
until  then  it  was  incapable  of  a  rational  liberty.  Should  he  put  a 
fword  into  a  madman's  hand  ?  In  their  condition  they  were  happy, 
and  the  very  exalted  ideas  we  poffeftcd  of  freedom  had  the  effeft  to 
miflead  us  in  our  ideas  of  the  fituadon  of  this  race  of  people. 

Mr.  SMITH  faid  the  queftion  had  been  fo  fully  explained  by 
the  honourable  gendeman  who  preceded  him,  (the  Chancellor  of  the 
Exchequer)  that  He  fliould  only  make  one  or  tvvo  obfcrvations.  He 
had  not  heard  that  one  of  the  aiguments  adduced  by  the  right  ho« 
nourable  gentleman  had  yet  been  anfwered.  An  honourable  gende- 
man had  examined,  he  believed,  a  great  body  of  evidence  upon 
die  prefent  fubje£k ;  but  whether  he  had  only  examined  one  fide  of 
the  queftion,  or  whether  his  optics  were  of  fo  peculiar  a  nature,  that 
he  could  only  fee  as  much  as  he  thought  ferved  his  puirpofe,  he  had 
drawn  fuch  Inferences  as  could  not  have  been,  adduced  from  a  general 
and  ooroprchenfive  view  of  the  fubje£l.  In  order  to  confole  the 
humanity,  of  the .  honourable  gendeman,  he  (hould  relate  the  fol- 
lowing hA  :  Some  (hips  had  arrived  upon  «the  coaft  of  Africa,  for 
the  purpofe  of  purchaling  flaves,  and  the  trader  wifhed  to  purchafe 
at  a  lower  rate  dian  had  before  been  offered ;  for  the  honour  of 
African  human  nature  be  it  recorded,  faid  Mr.  Smith,  the  nadves 
Kpiied,  that  diey  would  rather  fet  the  (laves  to  cultivate  the 
pDMud  than  fell  them  at  the  low  price  which  was  offered. 
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Mr.  Smith  concluded  by  obfcrving,  that  vrhme^fac  a 
came  forward  fo  honourable  to  humanity,  it  (hould  ever  have  fats 
mite  of  fupport 

Mr.  WILBERFORCE  replied  to  every  objcaion  that  had  been 
fuggeftcd  againft  his  motion.  He  had  come  forward  in  the  caufe 
of  humanity  ;  and  he  hoped  that  every  gentleman  who  was  a  friend 
to  humanity  would  grant  him  his  fupport.  It  was  to  abolifh'  a 
commerce  carried  on  contrary  to  juftice,  to  policy,  and  to  die  honour 
of  the  Britifh  nation.  It  was  carried  on  too  by  Britifh  merchants  I 
He  deemed  it  fufHcient  to  imprefs  their  feeling^  with  a  fenle  of  hor- 
ror and  oompaflion,  only  to  call  lb  their  reoolle£lion  that  there  was 
fuch  a  place  as  Africa,  that  there  was  fodi  a  thing  as  juftice.  All 
who  had  concurred  with  him  in  voting  the  addrefs  to  His  Majefiy^ 
would  call  to  mind  the  fentiments  in  which  they  concurred—**  Im- 
preflfed  wi&  the  neccflity  of  defending  all  tfiat  is  mod  dear  to  usy  and 
v^iyii^y  ^  we  m^y  with  confidence,  on  the  valour  and  refburces  of 
the  nation,  on  the  combined  cfBrts  of  fo  large  a  part  of  Europe,  and 
above  all,  on  the  inconteftible  juftice  of  our  caufe,  let  us  render  our 
condudt  a  contrail  to  that  of  our  encnues,  and  by  cultivating  and 
pra£li(ing  the  principles  of  humanity,  and  die  duties  of  relig^,  en- 
deavour to  merit"  die  continuance  of  Divine  favour  and  protedion^ 
which  have  been  fb  eminently  experienced  by  thefe  kingdoms."'-Db 
we  then  render  our  condud,  in  exerciiii^  injulhce  and  cruelty,  and 
murder  in  cold  blood,  in  contrail  to  our  enemies  ?  Do  we  then,  "by 
our  cultivation  and  pradlicc  of  humanity,  contrail  our  principles  to 
the  violence,  injuili^e,  and  rapine  of  our  enemies  ?  Do  we,  like 
them,  but  name  religion,  and  carry  Deifm  in  our  hearts  ?  No  : 
he  hoped  diat  our  condudl  would  form  a  iincere  and  perfect  contraft 
to  our  enemies ;  and  in  proportion  as  they  diigraoed  themfelves 
throughout  Europe,  by  their  iftjuflice,  violence,  ^d  inhumanit)*-, 
we  (hould  be  diilinguifhed  by  the  qualities  of  juflice,  honour,  reli- 
gion, and  beneficence.  There  never  wgs  a  time  fo  proper  as  tfic 
prefent,  when  this  trade  fhoiild  be  almoil  entirely  abolifhed,  and 
there  never  was  a  time  when  it  was  more  neceHary  for  Parliament 
to  keep  up  a  refpeft  for  their  proceedings  in  the  country  ;  there  never 
was  a  rime  when  it  was  fo  neceffary  to  throw  off  that  load  of  giffit 
which  weighed  down  the  fpirits  of  this  countiy— 

'*  Let  noe  dc  heavy  on  thv  foul  to-morrow, 

**  How  could  we  ga  iutoahe  field  of  btttlo  with  fuch  coDfaeBcet," 

Mr.  Wilberforce  concluded,  by  obfervii^,  diat  as  the  prefent  pe- 
riod was  awfiil  and  critical,  beyond  example,  it  was  neccflaiy  to  rid 
die  country  of  die  guilt  diat  lay  upon  it — ^a  heavy  load,  indeed,  hr 
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believed  there  was  ;  and  every  man  would  lay  lus  heail  down  oa 
his  pillow  witfi  more  peace,  if  this  trade  wtfie  done  away.  On 
his  motioni  in  its  prefent  form,  the  Houfe  of  Lords  could  h^v^  no 
difficulty  ;  with  rcfpe£l  to  the  total  and  immediate  abolitioix,  tbey 
m^it  entcrtun  fome  doubts  ;  but  he  conceived  his  prefent  modon 
Id  be  iinex£q>tionable. 

The  Houfe  then  divided  ;  when  there  appeared, 

For  the  motion,  63  ;  Againft  it,  40.    ^ajority^  23. 

The  Ho'uie  adjourned. 

Monday y  I  oth  February. 

Mr.  WHITBREAD  rofc  to  fubmit  a  modon  to  the  Houfe,  to 
which  he  did  not  conceive  any  oppofition  could  be  given.  By  the 
papers  upon  their  table,  it  appeared  that  a  body  of  no  Icfs  than 
1 8,000  Hanoverian  troops  were  taken  into  the  pay  of  this  country. 
There  was  laid  upon  their  table  a  number  of  treaties,  entered  into 
by  Ae  Kiiig  of  Great  Britain  and  fevcral  German  Princes,  upon 
the  fubjed  of  taking  thdr  refpedivc  troops  into  Britifh  pay  ;  but 
among  thefe  he  could  not  find  any  contradl  or  treaty,  by  virtue  of 
which  the  Hanoverian  troops  were  fo  fubiidized.  Now,  it  was  cer- 
tain diat  Hanover  was  a  Sovereignty  pcrfedly  diftinS  from  that  of 
Great  Britain,  and  that  His  Majefty  was  to  be  conddered  in  a  dif- 
fiarent  point  of  view,  as  Eledlor  of  Hanover  and  Sovereign  of  thefe 
realms  ;  he  conceived  that  fome  fuch  treaty  muft  ncceflarily  have 
been  drawn  up,  by  virtue  of  which  the  troops  alluded  to  were  em- 
ployed. He  therefore  .moved,  '^  That  an  humble  addrefs  be  pre- 
feoted  to  His  Maje&y,  prayiQg  that  he  would  be  graciouHy  pleafed 
to  order  die  treaty,  whereby  the  Hanoverian  troops  arp  eniploy^d  iii 
the  pay  of  Great  Britain,  to  be  laid  befi^re  the  Houfe.** 

Mr.  Chancellor  PITT  faid,  Aat  this  was  the  firft  time  he  had 
ever  heard  of  a  treaty  between  th{:  King  of  England  and  the  Ele(5lor 
of  Hanover.  His  Majefiy  united  in  his  perfon  thefe  two  powers/ 
llierp  had  been  no  fuch  thing  as  a  treaty  on  the  fubjedt  of  d>(:  pm<- 
ploymentof  the  Hanoverian  troops  in  the  fervice  of  Great  Britain  ; 
nodiing  of  that  fort  exifted  between  the  two  powers.  But  there 
were  articles  in  which  His  Majefty  engaged  to  employ  certain  troops 
from  Hanover  in  the  fervice  of  this  country,  under  certain  fpecificd 
conditions.  Thefe  articles  were  communicated  from  the  Secretary 
of  State  to  the  Boajrd  of  Trcafuiy.  He  had  never  heard  of  fuch  a 
thiiig  being  moved  for  as  a  treaty  between  the  difiind  powers  K3i 
King  of  England  and  Elector  of  Hanover ;  but  he  faw  no  objedion 
to  producing  the  aldoses  he  had  mepdoned,  if  the  honourable  gen- 
IkmaQ  would  reduce  hb  modon  bito  a  proper  jform  for  that  purpofc. 
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Mr.  WHITBREAD  faid,  he  had  noobjeaion  to  any  fiwrn  of  a 
motion,  provided  he  had  the  fubftahce  of  what  he  wanted :  treaty, 
agreement,  communication,  were  alike  to  him  ;  he  wanted  the  in- 
ftrument  in  which  the    EkSfor  of  Hanover  engaged   to   fu|^ly    the 
King  of  England  with   troops  ;  the  right  honourable  gentleman 
Ihould  give  it  a  name,  and  he  would  then  move  for  it. 
The  motion  was  then  put  in  the  following  form  : 
"  That  an  humbje  addrcfs  be  prefented  to  His  Majefty,   pray- 
ing that  he  will  be  gracioufly  pleafcd  to  give  dircdtions  that  there  be 
laid  before  the  Houfe  a  copy  of  tlie  articles,  according  to  which  His 
Majefty  has  been  ples^fed  to  order  his  Eleftoral  troops  to  be   em- 
ployed in  the  fervice  of  Great  Britain."     Ordered. 

Mr.  GREY  faid,  he  rofe  in  confequence  of  a  notice  he  had  ibme 
time  given,  to  make  a  motion  which  appeared  to  him  to  be  of  great 
confequence  to  the  conftitutipn,  and  to  the  liberties  of  this  king- 
dom. It  was  not  neceffary  at  any  time,  but  leaft  of  all  at  this  time, 
for  him,  or  for  any  Member  of  that  Houfe,  to  make  an  apolc^y  for 
bringing  any  motion  forward,  when  he  faw,  and  profcfl'cd  to  fee. 
any  attack  upon  the  conftirution  whatever  ;  and  tliat  attack  did  not 
appear  to  liim  to  be  Icfs  dangerous  on  account  of  its  being  an  incrcafe 
of  the  prerogative  of  the  Crown,  than  it  would  have  been  if  flowing 
from  the  popular,  encroachments  on  the  power  of  the  Cnwn. — 
Thefc  encroachments  were  equally  objcdlionable  to  him,  as  equally 
hoftile  to  the  fpirit  of  our  conftltution. 

He  fhould  wifli  to  difencumber  the  queftion  of  all  points  with 
which  it  was  not  immediately  connefled.  Tlie  point  which  he  had 
to  eftabli(h,  was  plain  and  fimple ;  and  that  it  might  not  be  mixed 
with  confiderations  that  were  foreign  to  it,  he  fnould  fet  out  with 
declaring,  that,  as  far  as  related  to  the  prefent  queftion,  he  did  not 
mean  to  confider  how  far  it  might  or  might  not  be  expedient  to  in- 
troduce at  this  time  foreign  troops  into  this  country  :  his  ohjcfl  was 
to  prove  that,  whether  expedient  or  not,  the  meafure  itfelf  was  clearly 
unciififtltutional  and  illegal ;  that  the  King  had  no  power  to  do  fo, 
without  the  confent  of  Parliamcrtf-  On  urgent  occalions  it  might 
be  proper  to  introduce  "foreign  troops  into  this  country,  but  that 
fhould  never  be  done  except  in  cafes  of  extreme  and  proved  neccflity ; 
It  never  could  be  done  legally,  but  by  the  confent  of  Parliament ; 
*nd  never  fhould  be  fuffered  to  be  done  without  being  watched  by  the 
Houfe  of  Commons  with  that  conftitutkmal  jealoufy  which  was 
the  beft.part  of  the  charadter  of  that  Houfe,  and  the  beft  fecurity  for  the 
rights  and  liberties  of  the  people-  A  worthy  Alderman  (Ncwnham) 
had,  on  a  former  day,  expreffed  his  fatisfadtion  at  the  landing  of 
thcfe  foreign  troops  in  this  country,  becaufc  he  was  perfuaded  that 
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they  ifere  intended  for  the  defence  of  this  country.     Having  no  in- 
fbfrmation,  he  had  nothing  to  lay  upon  that  occafion  ;  but  although 
he  liras  not  ready  to  deny,  that,  for  the  purpofe  of  our  own  defence, 
i»rc  fhould  fometimes  employ  foreign  troops,  yet  he  could  not  help 
thixiking,  that  the  wifcft  courfe  ftnr  us  in  general  would  be,  to  rely 
on  ¥7hat  had  been  emphatically  called  the  energy  of  an  armed  nation. 
Thcfc  were  points  not  immediately  witliin  his  purpofe.     The  point 
which  he  had  to  maintain,  was  that  which  he  had  already  (btedy 
namely,  **  that  it  was  contrary  to  the  principles  of  the  conlUtution 
of  this  country,  and  againft  the  laws  of  it,  for  tlie  King  to  intro- 
duce, imder  any  pretence  whatever,  any  foreign  troops  here,  with- 
out a  prcvioufly  expreffed  parliamentary  fanflion."     This  was  the. 
point  he  meant  to  difcufs,  and  it  was  cl^r  to  him  that  the  King  had 
no  fuch  right.     If  the  King  had  a  right  to  introduce  into  this  coun- 
try forrign  troops,  without  the  previous  confent  of  Parliiiment,  and 
that  Ac  cxcrcifc  of  that  right  was  expedient  at  the  prcfcnt  moment, 
let  gentlemen  come  forward  and  fay  fo,  and  let  them  meet  his 
proportion  with  a  direi^  n^ativc.     If,  on  the  other  hand,  the  le- 
gality was  doubtful,  but  the  exercife  of  the  power  under  the  prefent 
drcumflanccs  expedient,  ftill  he  hoped  the  point  itfelf  would  be 
fairly  nigued,  and  finally  determined,  inftead  of  being  avoided  by 
the  fhift  of  a  j.rcvioiis  queflion.     The  quellion,  he  muft  again  re- 
peat, was  this,  "  Has  die  King,  or  has  he  not,  at  any  time,  under 
any  pretence  whatever,  a  right  to  introduce  into  this  country  any 
fercign  troops,  without  previous  confent  of  Parliament  r — Is  that 
ad,  or  is  it  not,  legal  r"  This  was  a  point  on  which  there  fhould 
be  no  Shifting  ;  he  expeded  it  to  be   finally  determined  to-night, 
and  the  queflion  fet  at  reil  for  ever. 

It  would  not  be  ncccffary  for  him  to  go  back  to  die  earlier  period. 
of  the  common  law  of  this  country ;  we  know  that  in  thofe  ancient 
times  there  was  no  fuch  charafler  known  as  a  modern  foldicr ;  infe- 
rior Lords  held  military  tenures,  and  fupplied  the  (late  by  a  number 
of  their  vafials  for  a  limited  time.  At  the  time  of  Charles  the  Se- 
cond there  was  no  fuch  thing  in  this  country  by  la»v  as  an  army,  ex- 
cept an  army  created  by  Parliament ;  and  it  remained  now  for  the 
Hoiife  of  Commons  to  fee  whedier  the  King  can  at  this  day,  by  his 
own  authority,  conftitute  in  this  kingdom  a  military  law  without  the 
lanclion  of  Parliament.  Firft  he  (Iiould  wi(h  to  argue  this  important 
quellion  upon  the  ground  of  pofitive  and  {lri6l  law,  as  well  as 
die  principles  that  were  held  mod  dear  td  us,  and  fecured  at  the  era 
of  the  Revolution ;  principles  which  fhould  be  now  not  only  main- 
tained by  words  in  that  Houfe,  but  alfo  engraven  on  our  hearts* 
The  firft  thing  therefore  that  he  fhould  allude  to,  was  the  Dcijlaration 
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of  Ri^ts,  and  indeed  the  Bill  of  Rights :  by  thefe  it  was  pofidvely 
declared,  ''  that  railing  a  (landing  army  in  time  of  peace,  unle&  l^ 
the  oonfent  of  Parliament,  was  againft  law.^  He  might  be  ttdd  that 
dus  point  was  only  to  be  infifted  upon  in  time  of  peace,  and  was  not 
at  all  applicable  to  a  time  of  war.  He  owned  he  did  not  like  the  diT- 
tinfKon,  nor  did  he  believe  it  to  be  a  good  one,  for  the  principle  of 
cur  Conftitiition  did  not  turn  upon  fuch  niceties,  for  the  principle 
was,  that  Parliament  fhould  always  have  the  power  of  granting  all 
military  force  to  the  Sovereign.  He  might  rely  on  the  Bill  of  Rights 
as  an  explanation  of  the  law  of  England  in  all  the  points  on  which 
it  touches.  It  was  not  a  bill  which  gave  any  rights  to  the  people  of 
this  country ;  it  was  only  a  bill  that  declared  rights  which  had  before 
cxiftcd  and  had  been  enjoyed :  it  was  a  bill  that  referred  to  former 
times,  and  from  the  very  nature  of  it,  ought  not  to  be  taken  up  cap- 
tiouily  and  conftrued  according  to  the  contraded  meaning  of  (bme 
particular  word,  but  ought  to  be  conftrued  laigely  and  liberally,  and 
Ihcn  it  would  appear  by  this  very  bill,  tliat  the  framers  of  it  haS  it 
in  contemplation,  that  neither  in  time  of  peace  nor  war  (hould  the 
Ki^g  have  any  power  to  introduce  foreign  troops  mto  this  countr}', 
without  the  fandtion  of  Parliament.  If  they  had  meant  to  give  him 
that  power  in  time  of  peace,  they  would  have  expreffcd  themfclvcs 
in  a  dired  fentence  to  that  cffeA  ;  he  was  therefore  intitled  to  (ay 
upon  die  very  fpirit  of  the  Bill  of  Rights,  the  King  had  no  fuch  power 
as  he  had  exercifed  in  the  cafe  of  the  Hefiian  troops. 

Mr.  Grey  then  entered  into  a  hiftory  of  various  cafes,  as  appU- 
cablC'to  the  point  in  queftion,  and  to  illuftrate  his  propoiition.  The 
firft  he  quoted,  was  the  cafe  in  1775.  The  next  was  a  cafe  deter* 
mined  1698  :  this  cafe  he  relied  upon  very  much  ;  for  althou^  it 
was  not  in  time  of  actual  war,  yet  it  was  immediately  after  the  war, 
and  the  King  (cni  a  mcifagc  dcfiring  that  foine  Dutch  troops  might 
be  fuffered  to  remain,  and  promifcd  that  no  improper  ufe  (hould  be 
made  of  them,  yet  the  Commons  rcfufcd.  Here  he  read  the  mcf- 
fage  of  King  William,  and  the  addrefs  of  the  Commons  in  anfwcr  to 
it.  The  next  point  to  which  he  called  the  attention  of  the  Houfe 
was  the  fpirit  and  extent  of  the  Aft  of  Settlement,  which  alfo  tended 
to  fupport  his  propofition.  This  aft  exprcfsly  faid,  **  That  no  office 
of  truft,  civil  or  military,  (hall,  on  any  accoUnt  whatever,  be  held  by 
any  but  natural  fubjcfts  of  His  Majefty,  bom  within  the  realm." 
The  command  of  thcfe  troops  now  within  this  realm,  was  a  grc^ 
militaiy  truft,  and  therefore  direftly  contrary  to  die  Aft  of  Settle* 
ment.  The  Mutiny  Bill  too  would  illuftrate  his  propofition ;  with* 
out  the  paflTing  of  that  bill  the  army  could  not  be  under  militaiy  law^ 
This  was  a  principle  wliich  no  one  would  be  difpofed  to  difpute :  the 
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Marine  Mutiny  Bill  was  of  the  fame  nature  ;  they  both  proved  the 
King  could  have  no  troops  except  fuch  as  had  been  granted  him  by 
Parliament.     That  without  the  Mutiny  Bill  none  of  them  could  be 
punifhed  for  defertion  or  difobedience  to  any  military  orders.    Thefe 
veiy  Heflians  were  not  at  ibis  moment  under  militaiy  law*     They 
could  not  be  treated  as  foldiers  in  this  country,  for  whatever  power 
mig^t  be  cxercifed  over  them  before  diey  came  here,  the  moment 
they  landed  in  England  they  were  ipfofa^o  difchai^ged  and  difbanded; 
and  if  any  of  them  defert  or  difobey  any  orders  g^  ven  to  then),  there 
is  no  law  by  which  they  can  be  tried.   He  wifhed  to  know  after  this, 
whether  he  was  not  juftiiied  in  faying  that  upon  the  general  principles 
of  the  Conftitution  of  this  country,  the  King  had  no  right  to  land  fo- 
reign troops  here  without  the  previous  confent  of  Parliament  ?  this 
was  not  adl,  for  it  was  forbidden  by  the  exprefs  contents  of  many  zQm 
of  Parliament,  fome  of  which  the  Houfe  had  already  been  apprized 
of.  He  ihould  now  call  their  attention  to  others :  In  the  year  1756, 
the  29th  of  George  the  Second,  which  was  zfcnod  of  war,  a  certain 
number  of  foreign  troops  had  been  employed  to  go  on  the  American 
iervioe,  and  diey  were  to  be  landed  here ;  the  Earl  of  Chatham  was 
iboL  a  Member  of  the'  Houfe  of  Commons,  and  he  faid,  that  the 
landing  of  thofe  troops  was  uncon(titutional,  and  that  he  would  im- 
peach the  Mimfter  who  ihould  dare  to  advife  His  MajeAy  to  do  fo. 
The  29th  of  George  H.  the  firft  time  of  the  Marine  Mutiny  BiH, 
and  tfie  8th  of  the  prefent  King  be  alluded  to  alfo,  to  prove  that  the 
King  had  no  power  to  have  any  foreign  troops  in  this  countiy  without 
Ae  previous  fan^on  of  Parliament.     He  thought  he  might  reft  the 
cafe  here,  but  that  there  had  of  late  been  a  difpoiition  and  a  pradlice 
very  much  to  argue  every  thing  upon  precedent.    He  protefted  againft 
diat  mode  of  deciding  any  thing  in  the  Houfe  of  Commons,  for  if 
any  man  could  prove  that  there  was  a  precedent  every  fcflion  of  Par- 
liament, fince  the  Revolution  for  a  thing  which  appeared  to  him  to  be 
bad  in  itfelf,  he  ihould  pay  but  litde  regard  to  this  train  of  precedents* 
But  he  need  not  for  his  argument  make  this  obfefvation,  for  he  ap- 
prdiended  there  was  in  reality  no  precedent  for  the  landing  of  dieib 
troops,  under  all  our  circumiknces. 

Here  he  took  a  view  of  the  different  inftances  of  meiTages  fxota 
die  Throne,  concerning  the  landing  of  foreign  troops  in  this  coun- 
try, finom  the  year  17 15,  down  to  the  prefent  time,  in  which  he 
quoted  the  celebrated  fpeech  of  Mr.  Onilow,  Speaker  of  the  Houfe 
of  Commoas  to  the  Throne  in  the  year  1 756  ;  he  took  notice  alfo 
of  a  cafe  in  the  year  1775,  when  troops  had  been  landed,  without 
the  previous  fanftion  of  Parliament,  and  Miniders  thought  fit  af- 
terwards to  defend  themfelves  upon  the  ground  of  the  ncccinty  of  the 
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meafure,  but  gave  up  the  conftitutional  part  of  the  meafure,  or  the 
legality  of  it,  and  fcreened  themfelves  behind  a  bill  of  indemnity— 
againft  this  fneafure,  there  was  a  very  fpirited  protcft  in  the  Hoiifc 
of  Lords^  figned  by  many  of  the  highcft  charadlers  in  the  Houfe, 
and  among  them  the  Duke  of  Richmond,  who  was  now  one  of  Ae 
Cabinet  advifers  of  the  King,  and  wlio  poflftbly  may  now  think  legal 
and  conftitutional  the  very  thing  againft  which  he  protcftcd  in  the 
year  1775.     Be  that  as  it  might,  the  Houfe  ought  to  come  to  a  de- 
termination upon  the  fubjedl  now.     In  his  (pinion  it  was  a  quef- 
tion  of  great  importance  to  the  Conftitution  of  England,  to  the  very 
principle  of  freedom  itfelf,  for  of  what  avail  ^'as  it  to  us,  to  lay  of 
think  we  were  free,  if  the  King  had  po^»'er  to  introduce  among   us 
any  number  of  foreign  mercenaries  he  might  think  fit,  to  overawe 
and  fubdue  us  at  his  pleafure.     He  did  not  mean  to  fay  His  Majefly 
had  any  fuch  intention,    but  the  a£t  was  alarming  to  the  conftitu- 
tional jealoufy  of  that  Houfe.     Gentlemen  might  decide  upon  it  as 
they  thought  proper;  but  he  wa»perfuaded  that  in  the  country  tiie 
vote  of  this  night  would  be  taken  as  ^  ted  of  the  real  fcndments  of 
the  Houfe  of  Commons.     It  would  be  well  if,  while  they  daily 
preffed  their  alarms  at  popular  incroachments  on  His  Majefly's 
logatives,  or  at  the  prevalence  of  a  difpofition  to  difobedience  to  law- 
ful authority,  they  did  not  lit  filcnt  and  ne^edAd  of  the  peo[de*s 
rights  and  privileges.     Indeed  it  appeared  to  him  to  be  the  moft  me- 
lancholy part  of  their  condudt,  that  While  they  wer^  punUhing  with 
unrelenting  rigour  and  feverity  many  poor  ignorant  men  for  a  few  of- 
fences, and  thcfc  poflibly,  fome  of  them,  rhifled  by  men  who  are 
now  in  His  Majefly's  Cabinet,  they  were  neglefting  the  moft  im- 
porcint  intcrefts  of  the  people  of  this  country  by  unneceflarily  ex- 
tending the  royal  prerogative,  and  treating  with  contend  all  ar- 
guments in  favour  of  popular  rights  \  this  he  conceived  to  be  tftaibn 
againft  the  Conftitution  of  this  country.     We  mi^t  as  well  declare 
at  once,    **   that  the  Revolution,  in  which  fome  weak  men  might 
have  gloried,  was  nothing  more  than  a  fuccefsful  rebellion ;  that 
paflive  obedience  and  non-rcfiftance  is  the  beft  of  doArines  ;  that 
oppofition  to  fovereign  power,  at  any  time,  and  under  any  dicum- 
ftances,  is  an  oppofition  to  the  ordinance  of  God  ;  that  the  anions  of 
tyrants  are  not  to  be  examined  by  the  people,  for  that  Sovere^ns 
are  God's  vicegerents  upon  earth,  and  accountable  only  to  God  for 
their  aftions  ;  that  under  any  oppreflion  whatever  rcfiftancc  is  a  crime 
and  obedience  is  a  duty  of  the  fubjeft^"    Thefc  were  dodbines  which 
it  would  be  candid  to  avow  at  once,  if  the  rights  of  the  people  were 
to  be  altogether  neglcAed,  and  no  attempt  was  ever  to  be  made  to 
"heck  any  growing  prerogative  of  the  Crown ;  and  if  we  were  to  pro. 
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citd  in  piinifliing  evety  mifcrable  man  without  mercy,  for  cndc2\- 
voL-ring  to  call  the  attention  of  the  Public  to  any  popular  neglccied 
ri'^his,  under  the  pretence  of  avoiding  tlic  anarchy  and  confuficn  of 
France.     There  was  no  man  in  this  country,  wlio  abhorred  more 
than  he  did  their  prcfent  government :  he  thought  the  Government 
of  France  'was,  what  it  had  been  called  fomc  time  ngo  by  a  right 
honourable  friend  of  his  (Mr.   Fox.)   a  furious  and  rigid  t}ranny. 
Furious  and  ligid  it  certainly  was,  and  the  laft  form  of  government 
i:  I'Icr  w!iich  he  would wifli  to  live:  he  had  ratherlivc  under  Caligula 
('r  Nero,  tl\:\n  under  the  prefent  Government  of  France  ;  againft  fucli 
&  f;  1cm  the  laft  drop  of  bl(X)d  he  had  he  would  ccnfent  to  (lied ;  but  he 
V')uIJ  make  no  lefs  exertion  againft  incroachmcnts  upon  the  rights  of 
tivj  \\o[>h  by  e::tending  royal  prerogative,  for  cur  Confiitution  ad- 
R.itted  of  neither.     He  was  fure  Kis  Majefty  had  no  bad  intention 
in  the  exercife  of  his  f)owcr,  but  it  was  ihc  duty  of  that  Houfe  to 
watch  over  tlie  prerogative  whicli  his  Miniftcrs  might  advife  him  to 
r.:!:c  ufc  of ;  and  he  was  fure  alfo  that  His  Majefty  would  not  think 
PariiaiTicnt  was  fhewing  any  diflruft  in  His  Majcfty  by  following 
t!.e  fTcps  of  the  ConHiitutional  Parliament  in  the  time  of  King  Wil- 
liam.    **  Ji(fue  ego  hcc  non  in  M,  Tullioy  ncqv.e  his  tcmporlbus  vcreor, 
S:d  in  m^j^ui  civitate,    mulia  et  variu  ingenia  funt,       P^t.J}  alto  tern- 
t-jre,  alio  conJuUy   cui  item  excrcitus  intnanusfity  falfum  ali quid  pro 
itr)  credi,      Uli  hoc   exemplo^  perfen.:tus  decrctimiy    Cotiful  gladium 
cdixcrit  ;   quis  ilU  finem  ftatuefy    av.t  quis  vvjdcrahitnr''      He   then 
onJudcd  with  moving,  "  ihat  to  employ  foreigners  in  any  fituation 
of  o-ilirar)'  truft,  or  to  bring  foreign  troops  into  tliis  kingdom,   with- 
(wt  the  confcnt  of  Parliament  firft  had  and  obi.air.ed,  is  contrary  to 
hw." 

Mr.  POWYS  pcrfLclly  agreed  with  the  honourable  gentleman, 
that  it  was  the  undoubted  duty  of  every  Member  of  Parliament  to 
watch  over  the  condu(5t  of  Minillers;    but  at  the  fame  time  it 
C'3uld  not  be  denied,  that  Members  had  another  duty,  equally  im- 
portant, which  is,  X^'i  watch  over  and  to  prevent  great  dangers 
confiing  from  another  quarter — he  meant,  from  thofe  who,  under 
the  pretence  of  prcferving  freedom,    m*ay  propofe  mcafurcs  which 
have  a  tendency  to  deftroy  all  regular  government,    and  to  intro- 
duce anarchy  and  confufion. — He  felt  no  fliame  in  confeffing  him- 
fclf  to  be  one  of  thofe  perfons  upon  \vhom  fo  much  abufc  and  ri- 
ciiculc  had  been  thrown,  vii.  an  alarmift  ;  and  he  confcffed  he  was 
much  more  afraid  of  two  or  three  fcore  of  red  bonnets,  than  of  all 
iIk  crowns  and  fceptres  in  Europe. 

The  honourable  gentleman  had  called  upon  all  thofe  who  had 
oppofcdthc  adminiftration  in  die  year  1775,    rchtivs  to  the  cm- 
Vol.  XXXVn.  '      X  x 
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ploying  of  foreign  troops,  to  ftand  forward  and  fupport  his  modon. 
He  was  one  of  thofc  who  voted  againfl  the  Minifters  in  die  year 
1775  ;  and  he  did  fo  becaufe  he  thought  the  meafure  illegal:  but 
he  thought  he  could  point  out  very  material  dillindions  between 
the  principle  of  the  two  cafes;  In  1 775,  the  foreign  troops  were 
fent  intp  garrifon  in  two  very  important  places,  and  the  Engliih 
troops  were  fent  to  America :  this  he  tliought  unconditutional,  and 
therefore  voted  againft  it— But  what  was  the  faA  in  the  prefent  in- 
IVancc?  A  bcdy  of  Heflians  had  been  brought  over  for  a  paxpcular 
purpofe :  they  were  difembarked,  it  was  true — but  it  was  for  die 
purpofc  of  preferving  their  health,  which  would  have  been  aflbiSed 
by  remaining  fo  long  on  board  the  tranfports. 

T]\e  honourable  gentleman  had  relied  much  upori  precedents. 
There  was  one  precedent  which  he  thought  precifcly  in  point ; 
and  tliat  was,  the  cafe  of  1784.  In  that  cafe  the  foreign  troops, 
on  tlicir  return  from  America,  were  obliged  to  be  landed  in  Eng- 
land, from  the  circumftance  of  the  rivef  Weifer  being  frozen  up, 
which  rendered  it  impoflible  for  them  to  return  home  immediately: 
he  {hould  be  very  glad  to  hear  a  diflindlion  between  the  two  cafes. 
It  was  firther  to  be  obferved,  tliat  in  the  year  I784.>  when  this 
meafure  was  adopted,  the  Oppofition  of  that  day  took  no  notice  of 
it,  though,  about  that  time,  they  had  carried  fome  motions  againft 
the  Minifters :  the  Oppofidon  of  that  time  did  not  want  talents  or 
enei]g\',  but  unfortunately  the  honourable  gentleman  was  not  pre- 
fent \o  p<nnt  out  their  duty  to  them. 

The  honourable  gentleman  might  derive  much  popularity  from 
his  motion  among  a  certain  fet  of  men  ;  and  he  (Mr.  Powys), 
among  tlie  fame  perfons,  would  probably  be  s^bufed  ;  but  that  was 
a  circumftance  he  was  prepared  to  meet.  It  was  undoudtedly  the 
duty  of  every  Member  to  oppofc  the  encroachments  of  prerogative 
againft  f^ui/us  injhintis  tyrannic  but  at  the  fame  time  they  fhould 
guard  againft  Civium  ardor praua  yubentium. 

Mr.  WINDHAM  encountered  the  alignments  of  Mr.  Grey 
and  Mr.  Whitbread  with  great  force.  He  obferved,  that  the  ho- 
nourable gentleman  who  had  made  the  motion,  had,  in  the  con- 
Aid  of  the  night,  aded  not  only  as  combatant,  but  as  herald  alfo. 
He  not  only  came  forward  to  fight  the  caufe,  but  had  marked  out 
the  ground ;  and,  having  made  choice  of  ^  inference  which  he 
wiftied  the  houfe  to  draw,  had  culleded  fads  of  his  own  for  the 
purpofe  of  eftablifliing  it.  He  hoped,  however,  diat  the  Houfe 
would  examine  thofe  h£\Sy  and  fee  how  far  they  were  founded  in 
truth  or  exiftence,  before  they  went  fo  far  as  to  aflent  to  tlie  ho- 
nourable gentleman's  conclufiont  3 
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The  chief  point  on  which  gentlemen  feemed  moft  ftrenuoqfly  to 
rely,  was  the  incompetency  of  tlie  crown  to  land  foreign  troops  in 
England ;  and  a  queftion  had  been  put  with  much  eauncfttxeb, 
whether  it  was  widiin  the  royal  prerogative  ?  To  this  queftion 
Mr.  Windham  (aid,  that  he,  for  one,  would  give  no  anfwer ; 
nor  would  he  ever  enter  into  the  difcuiTion  of  an  abftradl  queftion 
which  did  not  arife  immediately  from  the  cafe  under  confideration. 
In  the  prefent  cafe,  the  fimpleiadl  of  fome  Heffian  troops  having 
been,  under  a  prefTure  of  untoward  circumftances,  landed  in  Eng- 
land, was  wrefted  to  the  purpofe  of  calling  into  debate  the  limits 
of  the  royal  prerogative,  and  of  agitating  a  principle  which  did  not 
at  that  day  remain  to  be  determined.  Tlie  real  queftion  for  the 
conftderation  of  the  Houfe  he  thought  to  be,  whether  Minifters  had 
z&^d  wrong  in  adviling  the  landing  of  thofe  troops  ?  and  in  the 
proof  of  that  pointy  he  contended,  the  gentleman  had  completely 
faQed. 

The  honourable  gentleman  (Mr.  Grey)  had  taken  much  pains 
to  make  the  bill  of  rights  fubfervient  to  the  purpoTes  of  his  argu- 
ment ;  but  he  relied  upon  it,  that  it  was  beyond  the  reach  of  hu- 
inan  ii^enuity  to  reconcile  the  provifions  of  that  bill  to  the  reafon- 
ing  of  the  honourable  gentleman.  Nay,  he  would  maintain,  that 
in  true  rational  conftrudlion,  the  bill  of  rights,  by  tacit  implica- 
tion, left  provifion  for  the  exigencies  of  war;  for  the  words  of 
it  are  put  moft  emphatically,  "  in  time  of  peace." 

Mr.  Windham  reprobated,  in  terms  rather  of  ridicule  than  af- 
perity,  the  mode  of  reafoning  ufed  by  the  honourable  gentleman  on 
the  other  fide,  to  prove,  that  if  the  bill  of  rights  provided  againft 
t!(ie  landing  of  foreign  troops  in  England  in  time  of  peace,  a  fortiori 
it  went  to  time  of  war.     It  was  a  kind  of  argument,  he  faid, 
which  might  fervc  certain  inflammatory  purpofcs,  but  could  never 
produce  conviAion,    and  certainly  could  never  avail  him  in  that 
Houfe :  for,  if  it  even  fuccceded  fo  fer  as  to  (hew  that  the  words 
of  the  bill  of  rights  were  not  direftly  againft  him,  it  could  never 
gp  fo  feir  as  to  eftablifli  a  point  in  direft  contradidHon  to  its  pro* 
vilions.      In  ftiort,    he  maintained  that  words  could  not  be  found 
more  clear  and  explicit  than  thofe  of  the  bill  of  rights  to  which  he 
alluded.     How  far  the,  principle  enforced  by  them  was  right  or 
wrong,  it   was  not  now  his  bufinefs  to  fay  ;    but,    whether  they 
were  right  or  wrong,    they  certainly  were,  upon   the  moft  ftraincd 
interpretation  that  gentlemen  on  the  other  fide  of  the  queftion  could 
give  them,  fundamentally  and  literally  unfavourable  to  the  honour 
.ahle  gentleman,  his  motion  and  his  arguments. 

XX2 
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The  honourable  gentleman  who  made  the  motion  had  fcvcral 
times  told  the  Houfc,  that  a(Ss  of  the  nature  of  the  bill  of  rights 
fhould  be  conftrucd  liberally  ;  he  confeffed  that  he  was  at  a  lofs  to 
determine  what  was  meant  in  that  cafe  by  '*  liberally."  Did  the 
honourable  gentleman  mean  that  every  con{lru3ion  tending  to 
abiidgc  the  prerogative  was  to  be  confidcred  as  liberal,  while,  en 
the  contra r)',  conSruclions,  ho^yevcr  juft,  which  went  to  confirm  or 
leave  it  where  it  was,  were  to  be  confidercd  as  Illiberal  r  the  li- 
berality contended  fcr,  feemcd  to  be  all  on  one  fide. 

Mr.  Windham  exhorted  the  Houfc  to  carry  along  with  ihcm 
the  fallacy,  the  bald  fallacy,  of  the  reafoning  on  the  other  fide  of 
the  qucfiion.  "  He  firft,"  faid  he,  "  takes  tlie  words  cf  the  acl 
in  time  of  peace  ;"  tlien  begs  tlie  qaeftion,  "  and  alTumes  that  the 
avS  goes  to  time  of  war  too ;  and  then  tells  tlic  Houfc,  that  though 
the  ad  did  not  exprefs  it,  yet  they  muft  take  it  for  granted.  Con- 
fcious,  how-ever,"  continued  he,  **  that  tiiis  intelledual  link  \vas 
too  weak  to  fuftain  the  weight  appended  to  it,  the  honourable  gen- 
tleman has  rccourfe  to  a  kind  of  middle  m.eans,  and  brinfrs  a  cafe 
in  point,  which  being  between  peace  and  war,  was  abfolutclv  mi- 
tlier,  but  partook  of  both,  and  applies  it  as  a  precedent  on  which  to 
ground  his  argument.  But  fuch  obvious  fallacies,  fuch  chimcncal 
arguments,  I  am  fure,  will  never  have  weight  in  this  or  any  other 
rational  deliberative  aflembly." 

Mr.  Windham  tli?n  adverted,  with  much  pointed  fntire,  to  gen- 
tlemen difdaiming  precedent — "  The  honourable  gentleman," 
faid  he,  "  calls  loudly  on  us  to  throw  afidc  precedent,  to  burn  our 
a£ls,  to  tear  to  pieces  our  records,  and,  by  a  commotlious  artd  fum- 
mary  way  of  pnxrceding,  would  have  us  adopt  general  principles 
when  they  fuit  the  convenience  of  his  argument,  and  reject  them 
when  thev  militate  nj^iinrt  the'conclufion  he  would  draw.'* 

Mr.  Windham  profc (Ted,  that  wliatever  novel  fentiments  others 
might  have  imbibed  in  the  prcfent  rage  for  innovation,  old  preju- 
dices ftill  hung  about  him,  and  he  fliould  always  look  for  the  con- 
^Aiuitlon  in  the  practices  of  it.  Records  he  acknowledged,  fliculJ 
he  felcdlexl  with  caution,  but  not  put  entirely  out  of  the  cafe  :  and 
he,  for  his  part,  would  never  agree  to  their  being  rcje£i^d,  out  of 
compliment  to  any  gentlenjans  argument  or  opinions.  The  intro- 
dudlion  of  foreign  troops  then  complained  of,  was  warranted,  he 
contended,  by  all  precedents,  by  thofe  in  1756,  1775,  1782,  and 
1784;  all  of  which,  he  infifled,  went  in  diret^  contradi^Sion  to 
tJie  pofitions  laid  down  on  the  other  fide  ;  and  he  declared,  that  he 
acquiefced  with  the  ccndusfi  of  Minifters  on  the  prcfent  occafion, 


A.  179*.  DEBATES.  341 

in  the  moft  pcrfe6l  fccurlty,  wilhout  fear  of  incurring  any  of  thofc 
^"L!an;itics  mcrLiccd  by  the  fpeech  of  the  honourable  gen  Ionian, 
vlvihad  made  no  cife  oii:t  to  ground  his  motion,  cnr  had  faewn 
rt'-.y  ju'l  ground  of  d:in;x^r  from  the  royal  prerogntivc. 

One  circumftnncc  Mr.  Windham  begged  Iciuc  to  animadvert 
up«>n,  before  he  fac  down.     The  gentlemen  who  maintained  fen- 
n.TVvnts  and  opinions  on  the  prcfcnt  politlral  crilis,  adverfc  to  his, 
li-id  innnuated,  that  they  were  the  more  vi^i'ant  and  jealous  of  the 
preitH^tive  of  the  erown,  as  they  fa w  the  current  of  public  opinion 
c  «ming  t(xi  much  cf  the  weight  of  the  great  ^x^liilcal  body  to  that 
branch  (>f  the  confti'^uticn,  and  that  the  general  *alann  agninfl:  demo- 
r~2tic  principles  wa.^  likely  to  render  the  prcrogitive  too  great:  he 
mult  beg  tliofe  gentlemen  to  rcl^.cft  by  \v]if»m  tlrfe  nlnrms  were  ex- 
ilrod  •,  and  whether  it  would   nvt  be  a  (hoi-tcr  anvl  le^s  circuitous 
nvcrh'rd,  to  furbe'Ar  the  democratic  proceedings  and  fentiments  that 
are  fuppofed  to  drive  perfons  into  the  arms  of  prerogative,    rather 
r}.nn  ftrft  to  produce    the  danger,    and  then  to  fct  thcmfclvcs   to 
g  ;'.rd  r»ga;nfl  its  clTech. 

Mr.\VHITBREAD,  jun.  fai(i,  tint  ti  .    l.nnnurnbic  gcntb- 
mm  who  had  juft  fat  down  had,  at  the  outfet  ^f  !us  fpcceh,  ujuler- 
t;kcn  a  tafiv  which  had  appeared  to  him  at  tiie  tir-t  fi^frijicnrK'  dif- 
ficult, and  to  the  fuWlling  of  winch  his  abilities  h:.'i  proved  v.liolly 
unequal;  namely,  to  reconcile  tlie  vote  he  intend   !  gi\ing  that 
ni^ht,  Vviththe  vote  which  he  had  thought  pn^pcr  to  g:ve  upon  the 
fr.:nc  qucftion  in  1775  !* extremes  that  were  irrcconci':abIe.      But 
Ufcrc  he  proceeded  to  comtnent  upon  what  had  fallen  from  the 
honourable  gentleman,  on  the  queftion  then  before  the  Houfe,  he 
Cf>aid  not  help  taking  notice  of  a  habit  of  innnuarlon,  in  which  tlic 
honourable  gentleman  was  wont  to  indulge,  againtl  his  honourable 
friend,  and  thofe  who  fat  on  the  fame  bench  with  him,  as  if  he 
knew  rhcm  to  be  connected  with  the  enemies  of  their  countrj'.      If 
the  hcnounble  gentleman  did  really  know- cf  the  exilience  of  any  fuch 
connexions,  he  was  not  acting  the  part  of  a  g'X)d  citizen,  in  with- 
hf.lding  his  information  ;  it  would  be  fair  and  manly  publicly  to 
accufc  tliofe  whom  he  had  grounds  to  fufpe^t :  an  open  attack  it 
would  be  in  the  power  of  himfelf  and  his  friends  to  repel.      But  he 
ihould  ever  proteft  againfl  the  c<.)ndutS  of  the  lionourable  gentleman, 
as  unparliamentary  and  unfair,  fo  long  as  he  continued  to  infinu- 
ate,  but  never  ventured  directly  to  charge. 

The  honourable  gentleman  had  dwelt  Irrongly  upon  the  expedi- 
ency of  introducing  the  Hcflian  troops  at  this  time  inro  England  ; 
that,  he  begged  leave  to  fay,  was  not  the  queftion  then  before  the 
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Houft^     TT\c  fofllble  cxpedieiKy  of  fucft  a  rorafure  his  honomabl^ 
fiicnd  had  admitted ;    and  had  confined  his  motion  ftricUy  to  thcr 
Icgalrtj  of  bringingdvofe  troops  fntothe  kingdom,  without  the  prcvinu^ 
eon^ent  of  Parliament^  and  had  aigncd  upon  that  ground  alonc^ 
that  the  afprehififotr  cf  red  Imnets  might  make  the  inCrcdu6lion  uC^ 
fore^  troops  expedient,  was  that  againft  which  he  was  not  now  con- 
tending ;  but  that  they  could  not  he  kgaHy  introduced  for  any  fur^ 
fofcy.  Without  the  previous  confent  of  ParlJamcnt.     To  this  portion 
the   horBc>urabIc  gentleman,    widi  many   other   moft    rcfpcdable 
names,  had  fubfcribcd  rn  1775  ;  but  it  appeared  diat  be  meant 
to  vote  that  to  be  legal  in  1 794,  which  in  1 775  he  had  vc^ed  to 
be  illegal-     Whedicr  amy  circumdancc  had  occurred  which  could 
have  operated  to  change  the  law  upon  the  fubjc{5!^  within  thofe  twa 
per bds,  he  fut mined  to  the  confideratio»  ol  the  Houfe. 

The  honourable  gentleman  had  faid„    that  this  was  not  a 
time  to  make  an  attack  upon  the  extaifion  of  prerogative,  when 
priiiciptcs  of  a  very  cfifTcrent  nature  were  afloat.     He,  on  the  con- 
trary, would  aflc,  whether  aisy  tinu:  couM  more  immediately  call  for 
the  vigilant  attention  of  the  guardbns  of  the  conOrtution  than  the 
prefent,  when  the  attention  of  the  people  having  bcca  artfully  aiid 
fucccfsfully  turned  to  the  dar^rs  of  democracy,  a  moft  CM>vcnU 
ent  opportunity  was  ailiTdcd  to  a  wicked  Miiiiilfy  (if  fuch  pep- 
chance  exifted)  to  fwk  in  the  equally  dangcious  maxims  of  over- 
ftraLncd  prerogative*    He  contended,  that  the  whole  inference  fronk 
lenn',  and  the  carlicft  pradice  of  t^e  conflitudon.  ijmmcdiatdy  fubfe- 
quent^to  the  leyoiution,  bore  on  his  honourable  frvend  in,  all  the 
afiertions  he  h^d  made ;  nor  had  the  laft  fpeaker  attempt^  to  iiv 
valixiate  his  (latemexit,  except  on  the  ground  pf  precedent*    On  the 
fcorc  of  precedents,  he  wa3  of  opinion,  tliat  not  even  'agfi  uninter- 
rupted fctics  of  precedents,  £rom  the  revolution  to  the  prefent  day, 
would  Iegaliz.e  an  illegal  a6l»     If  that  were  the  cafe,  where  were 
we  to  look  for  the  constitution  r   For  forry  he  was  to  fay,  that  there 
was  fcarcely  one  ftipulation  of  the  Bill  of  Rights,  for  the  infradlion 
of  whicb  fotne  precedent  was  not  to  be  found.     In  the  courts  of 
law  for  infhmcc,  in  the  iropo(itio»  of  exorbitant  fines,  and  the 
demand  of  exccfiive  bail,  dire<SUy  contrary  to  the  letter  and  fpirit 
of  the  great  charter  and  of  the  Rill  of  Rights,  and  he  would  name 
I^rd  Gcoigc  Gordon  as  a  victim  to  the  illegality  of  the  procccdtnj^ 
of  the  Court  of  King  s  Bench.     But  the  honourable  gendeman,  by 
his  vote  in  1775,  had  abandoned  all  the  antecedent  precedents, 
and  had  only  the  one  of  1784  to  reft  upon  \  and  it  would  be 
wofdiy  coniideration,  how  far  that  precedent  could  juftify  his  con- 
duct.    Mr.  Whitbread  dicn  proceeded  to  fhew  how  inapplicable. 
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i  a  every  \tcw  of  if,  that  cafe  was  to  the  prcfent.     The  circum- 

fiiacc  of  our  being  then  at  peace  would  put  the  illegality  of  tlie 

proceeds ng  out  of  difputc,  even  accoriiing  to  the  ftrid  letter  of  the 

law.     The  palpable  reafons  for  dicir  coining  to  England,  and  die 

notification  for  their  departure,  as  (bon  as  the  navigable  fiatc  of 

«ht:  Wcfcr  wouki  permit,  accoimtcd  fufikicjitly  for  the  (Tight  <io&cc 

that  was  taken  of  dx;  event  at  the  time.     But  independent  of  idl 

«?iis,  it  would  be  fatal  to  the  Hbcftles  of  the  people  of  Great  Eiii- 

tain  indeed,  if  the  inattention  of  the  Howfc  of  CoinnHWg  to  ^r 

infiii^gCTncnt  of  the  ConiHtuiion,  at  any  period,  were  to  preclude 

the  ai&nrtion  of  dieir  rights  in  any  fiibfequent  time.     He  faid^  diat 

he  would  not  dctin  the  Houfe  by  a  recapitulation  of  the  aiqgu- 

roents  of  hLs  hoBourable  fnoid,  to  wtrkh  an  anfn-cr  had  not  evm 

been  attempted,  and  concluded  "v^ith  referring  to  tJic  warning  given 

by  the  Lords  (in  their  proteft  of  the  year  1 746,  alluc'iod  to  by  Mr. 

Grey)  to  pofterity,  never  to  fuffer  the  unjuft  encroachments  rf  paoc- 

mgative  to  pafe  unnoticed,  and  without  d^c  niod  ilrenuous  oppo- 

fidon. 

Lord  GEORGE  CAVENDISH  faid,  the  motion  had  "hi* 
ftilicfl  apprdbation  ;  and  he  thought  it  liis  duty  to  fpeak  Iiis  (cnu-. 
inen£s  on  die  filbje^ft,  aldiough  what  lie  might  fay  would  difpieafe 
aU  parties.  If  it  was  noocilary  to  bring  for<»gn  troops  into  this 
C9untr>%  Mint  Hers  oqght  to  have  come  to  Parlianient  ior^WA<f 
indasHUty.  ^Iiis  was  the  former  pracHcc  ;  he  w^ifhed  they  had 
done  di  now,  for  it  was  agiHxrable  to  thcconflitution  of  the  country 
as  he  had  learnt  it.  He  was  no  follower  of  fadiions^  and  theveioBe 
nut  Tffit.  to  dbange  Us  con(Ututional  opinions ,  but  tltere  were  fonic 
peo{^  in  office  who  thixjght  that  whatever  tlicy  uiflKrd  tc^^  was 
to  be  received  as  tiic  conHitufional  dodtrine  of  ti^  day.  It  was 
common  to  taSc  of  alarm  fur  the  eonflitution  ^  he  diought  tliere 
never  was  fuch  cauic  iur  alann  as  when  he  fsrw  men  with  d)c  word 
conflitution  in  their  mouths,  and  at  the  fame  lime  doing  aM  ihey 
couM  Po  fritter  nuray  and  cmdemttne  it. 

Major  MAITLAND  encouatcnod  the  portions  laid  dovt-n  \y  am 
faonouraUe  gentkman  (Mr.  Powys)  who,  he  iniifled,  lud  uompletely 
fuled  ia  his  attempt  to  juffify  the  dcrelidioa  of  the  principles 
which  he  had  pcofclled  ia  x  7  7  5.  He  then  turned  to  &^  ^u- 
ments  whiefa  had  fallen  fhom  Mr.  Wlndhtzn.  That  x^t  ho- 
fluurabiegentkmaa  had  doclaied  that  he  (puke  from  nurmoryz  iim 
be  was  veady  to  beCcve — ^nay  moce,  he  was  iuc  the  right  honour- 
able gentleman  s  memory  had  fsaled  him ;  for,  in  aiguii^  on  the 
iUb|cd  cf  the  Bill  of  Rtghtss,  he  had  never  introduced  vac  ^iaHc 
of  die  Ad  of  Scttlemcnti  wbkh  was  an  Ad  explnnaiory  of  she 
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TAW  of  Rights.  Kc  infifteJ,  that  n  declarator)'  law  was  to  be  cc>n- 
ftrucd,  not  by  the  letter,  but  by  the  fpirit ;  aiiJ  by  the  true  lY-iric 
t)f  the  1-ill  of  RIpjhrs,  and  the  fiibfequciir  Act  of  Settlement,  the 
KiPig  had  no  Hglit  to  bring  foreign  tnK)ps  into  the  kingdom,  with- 
out ih.e  tim1i(;n  of  Parliament.  The  Act  of  Settlement  par:i- 
calirly  pn^rd^d,  thiit  no  fcrci^^n  pcrfon  or  alien  HiouV  l>c  put  in 
:^ny  (Xhcc  of  truft  \  r.r.J  wJut,  j^.c  aflccd,  might  be  the  cafe  r  A 
Iftfl'an  mi;iiit,  accord! tvj:  to  tlic  fsilein  held  tlicn,  eet  the  command 
of  ronOnoath,   riir  groat  niitional  dcjv)t. 

Therl^'ht  h/)M()i;n»l>lc  gcntlcinan'>  (Mr.  Windham)  mcmorj'  was 
(?)  unfaitlifiil,  th'it  he  for^'ot,  not  ttuly  the  Act  of  Settlement,  but 
rl.c  IVIutiny  Eill,  for  which  he  lud  voted  not  an  h  nir  before  ;  for, 
by  that  bill,  tlie  Kin^];  cannot  keep  an  army  but  from  year  to  year, 
wiihout  the  f.uicVion  of  Parlian.ent.  His  Majcfty  miglit  fubfidize 
HcfTiam,  and  employ  Ilanoveiians,  hut  could  not  land  them  in 
En;:! and  ;  ar  Ici'.ft,  if  lie  cid,  they  ecafed  to  be  foldiers  on  their 
la IV tin;;  :  th'.y  m  ere  un^'cr  no  irilirary  law,  were  fubjcift  to  no  dif- 
e'l  line,  and  would  in  fact  be  only  an  armed  banditti-  He  ccn- 
ciiidcd  by  (^lyirig,  that  it  v:zs  unfair  in  gentlemen  to  attack  (for  their 
<  vvn  private  ends;  by  inf:nuati'  n,  v. here  thcv  could  make  no  direct 
charge. 

Mr.  FRANCIS  fait?,  thst  he  rofe  to  fpcak  to  a  (Ingle  point  cf 
frc>,  wliich  Ivid  hccn  made  the  fubjedt  of  much  difcmTion,  but 
wliich  had,  in  his  cpnii  n,  been  totally  mifundcrltood  ;  he  mcrdic 
the  article  of  llie  Eiii  of  Ricl'.ts,  which  related  to  the  maintainim:  a 
militar)'  force  In  time  of  pe.ice,  widiout  the  confent  of  Parliament. 
Tl»at  although  he  cr.currcd  entirely  in  all  the  general  principles 
and  firfumeurs  rcfi  mA  to  bv  his  frienils,  who  hn)ught  foiuard  and 
fup|x>rtcd  ^:vz  mt)rion,  he  dii'Fcrcd  from  them  in  fume  degree  in  th«.Ir 
ci/nllrucll  .n  of  thi;  article  ;  an(i  tlrat  he  SA  {o  \\\\\\  fomc  furpri/.eat 
v.!  at  he  c<  ncci\cd  was  tJicir  mKbke.  But  he  was  not  at  all  fur- 
pri/x'donfindJiig  tlrat,  ontl.i^pciint,  hedililrtdtotalh  from  his  right ho- 
n.)i:rable  fiiendoii  hlhlefih-mti  .Mr.  Windham} ;  for  that  gentleman 
had  utterly  forj^ottcn  the  \voids,  and  of  courfe  could  not  avoid  jiiv- 
ing  a  falfe  eonilrucuon  to  the  meaning  of  the  Bill  of  Rights.  In- 
llead  of  the  words  of  tlie  law,  he  had  fubftituted  his  own,  and  en 
tliofe  he  had  argued.  He  had  quoted  the  bill,  as  if  it  had  faid, 
**  I'hat  the  intrrdi:ction  of  foreign  troops  in  time  of  peace  \^*as 
ag-iinft  law."  The  Bill  of  Rights  Ciid  no  fueh  thing,  or  rather  it 
had  faid  noticing  on  the  fubjcc^.  On  the  face  of  the  bill  it  did  not 
appear  that  that  point  was  at  a'l  in  qucftion.  It  never  came  inta 
contemplation  widi  the  patriots,  v»ho  framed  the  law  at  tliat  pcrio^f, 
that  fuch  a  queflion  could  ever  cxirt^  or  could  ever  be  debated  or 
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endured  in  a  Britifh  Houfe  of  Commons.  That  what  the  bill  de- 
dared  was,  that  the  railing  or  maintaining  a  ftanding  force  in  time 
of  peace,  without  the  confent  of  Parliament,  was  agninft  law.-— 
What  force  r  A  native  force  certainly.  The  force,  which  they  had 
fccn  maintained  by  James  the  Second.  They  qpplied  their  remedy 
to  the  grievance.  Not  a  word  docs  the  bill  fay  about  the  intnxluc- 
tion  of  a  foreign  army.  They  did  not  forefce,  they  did  not  fup- 
pofc  it  poflible  that  it  could  ever  enter  into  an  Englifli  heart  to 
maintain,  that  the  King,  by  his  prerogative,  could,  in  any  cir- 
cumdance,  bring  a  foreign  force  into  Great  Biitain,  without  confent 
of  Parliament.  For  fuch  an  event,  therefore,  tliey  made  no  pro- 
\-ifion.  If  his  right  honourable  friend  had  at  all  reccUeftcd  the 
terms  of  the  Bill  of  Rights,  he  would  have  been  forced  to  have 
drawn  a  very  different  inference  from  it. 

I  grieve  to  fee  that  dodrines  fo  grofs  and  dangerous  can  be 
maintained  by  any  man,  particularly  by  a  man  fo  liberal  as  my 
ri^  honourable  friend.  Is  it  fo  indeed  ?  Is  this  the  Conftitution  ? 
Then  where  is  our  fccurity  r  ^God  forbid,  Sir,-  that  any  thing  I  fay 
on  this  fubjed  fhould  be  thought  of,  as  if  it  could  be  applied  to  the 
gracious  Prince  upon  the  throne  !  In  his  virtues  we  have  a  fecurity ; 
and  it  is  fortunate  for  the  country  that  we  have  that  fecurity.  Ac- 
cording to  the  principles  and  do(5rines  which  I  hear  every  day  in 
this  Houfe,  if  they  (hould  prevail,  I  am  fure  we  have  no  othcr- 
But  worfe  times  may  come,  and  Princes  of  a  different  charaflcr 
may  reign  over  us,  in  whofe  hands  the  doftrines  and  precedents 
now  cftabli(hed  will  be  weapons  to  dcftroy  us. 

"  But  a  diftindtion  i^  taken,  which  is  fuppofcd  to  be  prodigioufly 
material.  They  cannot  introduce  foreign  troops  in  time  of  peace. 
Why,  Sir,  what  docs  it  fignify  ?  The  King,  by  his  undoubted 
prerogative,  as  I  hear  it  perpetually  affirmed,  can  make  war  at  his 
pleafure.  I  deny  it  utterly  ;  and  have  no  doubt  of  being  able  to 
prove,  whenever  an  occafion  offers,  that  by  the  hiftory  and  Con- 
ftitution of  England,  the  Crown  has  no  fuch  prerogative.  But> 
if  that  be  taken  for  granted,  as  it  is  much  too  generally,  what  fol- 
lows ?  What  have  the  Minifters  of  the  Crown  to  do  but  to  excite 
or  create  a  foreign  quarrel,  which  is  always  at  their  command^ 
and  tlien  tlicy  juftify  upon  the  cafe.  They  may  bring  any  foreign 
force  they  will  into  the  kingdom,  becaufe  it  is  time  of  war ;  that  is, 
they  make  the  time  and  die  occafion  when  they  w^ill.  If  it  be 
lawful,  on  that  ground,  to  bring  in  four  diouf^vid  Heffians  to-day, 
why  not  ten  thoufand  Auftrians  to-morrow,  and  tvv*enty  thoufand 
Ruffians  the  day  following  ?  A  bafc,  corrupt  and  abjedV  people, 
when  once  they  are  properly  frighted,* when  once  tjiey  are  fufficicntly 


Vr^T      YYYV/TT  V  ., 


3+6  PARLIAMENTARY  A.  1794- 

alarmed,  will  fubmit  to  any  thing  for  the  fake  of  being  defended. 
The  Englifh  nation  will  be  threatened  with  a  French  invafion,  and 
inftead  of  being  called  upon  to  defend  themfclves,  will  be  told  that 
they  may  be  perfeftly  quiet,  for  the  King  has  fubfidizcd  an  army 
of  Germans,  and  will  take  care  to  protefl  them  without  giving 
them  any  fartlier  tiouble.  I  truft  that  Engli(hmen  will  look  a  little 
to  the  conclufion  of  this  dodrine,  before  it  be  too  late.  Sir,  I  am 
bold  to  fay  that  I  have  learned  my  conftitutional  principles  from 
fome  of  the  greatcrt  men  that  have  lived  in  England  in  my  time, 
and  (hall  not  readily  abandon  them  in  favour  of  new  ones.      W^'ith 

m 

rcfpcft  to  this  diftinftion  that  is  fet  up  and  infilled  on,   namely, 
that  tlie  King  has  the  prerogative  in  queftion  in  time  of  war,   but 
not  in  time  of  peace,  I  declare  for  myfelf,  that,  if  I  were  forced 
to  an  option,  I  would  rather  it  (hould  be  faid  that  the  King  pofleflcd 
this  power  of  bringing  in  foreign  troops  in  peruke  than  in  war.  W^hy  ? 
Becaufe,  if  fuch  a  thing  were  attempted  in  time  of  peace,  it  i^'ould 
appear  at  once  fo  alarming  and  fo  exorbitant  that  every  man  would 
oppofe  the  exercifc  of  it.     The  precedent  could  not  be  eftablifhed, 
or  it  could  not  be  materially  injurious.     Not  fo  when  foreign  war 
and  fidlitious  alarms  furnifh  prcteoccs  for  calling  in  a  foreign  force, 
and  create  a  difpofition  to  receive  it.     Then  indeed  the  danger  is 
ferious.     The  provifion  that  is  made  for  your  defence,    may  be 
inflantly  turned  to  your  deftrudlion.     On  thefe  general  grounds  I 
concur  in  die  motion  made  by  my  honourable  friend,  and  maintain 
with  him,  that  cither  in  peace  or  war,  the  King  has  no  right  to 
bring  a  foreign  army  into  this  country,  or  into  any  part  of  his  do- 
minions, without  the  previous  confent  of  Parliament. 

Mr.  J.  T.  STANLEY  conceived  that  the  motion  of  Mr.  Grey 
was  unneceffary,  and  however  good  his  intention,  he  was  of  opi- 
nion diat  it  was  calculated  more  to  excite  the  exercife  of  thofe  de- 
mocratic  principles  without  doors,  than  to  be  of  any  real  advantage 
to  the  country.  The  honourable  gentleman  had  declared  the  Con- 
ftitution  violated  by  the  landing  of  the  Heffians  in  this  kingdom, 
but  the  meafure  had  not  been  done  in  a  clandeftine  manner  ;  His 
Majcfty*s  moft  gracious  meffage  to  the  Houfe  had  explained  his  mo- 
tives, and  the  neceflity  there  was  that  they  fhould  be  landed. 
When  the  Houfe  therefore  had  voted  thanks  to  the  Sovereign  for  his 
meffage,  it  acquiefced  in  the  proceeding,  and  he  was  of  opinion, 
that  fo  far  from  the  bufinefs  being  a  matter  of  reprehenfion,  if  nc- 
ccffary,  a  bill  of  indemnity  fliould  be  paffed,  in  preference  to  the 
Houfe  agreeing  to  the  motion  fuggeftcd  by  the  honourable  mover, 
who  had  in  fad  thrown  down  a  glove,  as  a  challenge  on  the  part 
of  the  people,  to  fee  who  would  accept  it  on  the  part  of  th^  Execu- 
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tivc  Government.  For  thefe  rcafons  he  would  oppofe  the  motion. 
But  at  the  fame  time,  he  acknowledged  mod  fully  and  decidedly 
the  illegality  of  keeping  and  maintaining  foreign  troops  within  the 
kingdom,  without  the  previous  confent  of  Parliament,  either  in 
time  of  peace  or  M'ar. 

Mr.  WALLACE  faid,  that  if  he  could  difcovcr  in  the  meafurc 
which  had  given  rife  to  the  prefent  qucftion,  the  moft  trivial  viola- 
tion of  tlic  Conftitution,  or  the  (lighteft  departure  from  the  laws  of 
the  land,  inftead  of  rifing  to  diffcnt  from  the  motion,  and  (late  his 
rcafons  for  that  diffent,  if  he  had  at  all  troubled  the  Houfe,  it  would 
have  been  to  exprefs  toi^'ards  the  honourable  gentleman  who  ^"as 
the  author  of  it,  that  gratitude  which  he  (hould  ever  feel  and  avow 
towiutls  thofe  whofe  efforts  were  direfted  to  fccure  to  him  the  conti- 
nuance of  thofe  bleflings  which  he  enjoyed  under  the  Conllitution ; 
but  that  when,  with  his  utmoft  examination  and  induftry,  he  could 
not  find  the  fhadow  of  a  charge  ;  when  he  found  neither  the  inva- 
fion  or  fufpicion  of  invafion  to  our  rights,  fo  far  from  fupporting  or 
approving  fuch  a  motion,  he  thought  it  in  itfelf  dangerous ;  he 
thought  the  jealoufy  to  which  it  was  profeffcd  to  be  didlated,  mif- 
ptaced,  andabufed,  as  it  was  ineffedual  to  the  benefit,  it  was  effec- 
tual to  the  prejudice,  of  the  people,  by  fowing  in  their  minds  ftiif- 
tnift  and  difcontent ;  by  weakening  the  arm  of  Government,  and  dif- 
trcfling  and  embarrafTing  thofe  to  whom  the  conduft  of  the  public  af- 
fairs was  intruded. 

Gentlemen  on  the  othSr  fide  of  the  Houfe,  he  faid,  had  treated 
the  landing  of  the  HeiTians  as  illegal  and  unconfiitutional,  but  had 
failed  to  prove,  at  lead  to  his  conviftion,  any  of  the  circumfiances 
necef&rily  requifitc  to  render  it  fo  ;  they  had  not  proved  that  the 
bringing  of  foreign  troops  into  the  kingdom,  in  time  of  war,  was 
contrary  to  any  exifting  law ;  that  it  was  contrary  to  precedent  or 
comoion  praflice  ;  nor  had  they  (hewn  that  if  this  right  was  lodged 
in  the  hands  of  the  Executive  Power,  had  the  difcretion  in  the  pre- 
fent exercife  of  it  been  abufed.  As  the  laft  point  had  not  been 
contended,  he  (hould  not  trouble  the  Houfe  with  a  fingle  obferva- 
tion  upon  it. 

It  appeared,  he  obferved,  rather  extraordinary,  that  a  point  of 
fuch  obvious  importance  as  whether  the  King  might  or  might  not 
introduce  a  foreign  force  into  this  kingdom,  in  time  of  war,  had 
not  long  ago  been  definitively  fettled  ;  particularly  as  it  had  at  va- 
rious times  excited  the  apprehenfions,  and  fumifhed  materials  of 
clamour,  to  the  patriots  of  the  day.  In  a  cafe  where  a  variety  o£ 
opinions  did  certainly  exift,  it  might  appear  prM"umption  in  him  to 
fajj  that  he  entertained  no  doubt ;  but  he  liad  no  hefitation  in  fay-i 
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iugthaty  as  far  as  he  had  been  able  to  form  an  opiniony  as  far  as 
precedents  and  authority  could  lead  him,  he  certainly  did  believe, 
that  the  power  of  introducing  foreign  troops  into  the  kingdom,  in 
time  of  war,  did  form  a  part  of  the  royal  prerogative.  Of  this  at 
lead  he  was  fure,  that  fuch  a 'power  had  been  again  and  again  cx- 
ercifed,  and  that  the  inftanc^s  were  only  to  be  numbered  by  the 
wars  in  which  we  had  been  engaged.  > 

He  had  examined,  he  faid,  the  various  communications  with 
Parliaml:nt,  upon  this  fubjeft,  and  if  any  thing  might  be  colIc<3cd 
from  the  terms  in  which  they  were  conve}'ed,  the  right  he  alludeti 
to  was  by  each  of  them  diredlly  aflertcd.     His  Majefty   informs 
them,  that  he  had  given  fuch  and  fuch  orders ;  but  did  he,   in  a 
fmgle  inftance,  folicit  their  confent,   or  demand  their  approbation. 
In  not  one ;  and  he  was  inclined  to  think,  that  fliould  this  Houfe 
.feel  a  difapprobation  at  the  landing  of  troops,  in  confequcnce  of 
thofe  orders,  and  carry  it  in  an  addrefs  to  the  foot  of  the  Throne, 
as  it  could  not  render  the  retaining  of  them  illegal,  it  would  be  a 
matter  of  mere  difcretion  how  far  His  Majefty 's  condufl  fliould  be 
governed  by  it,  and  the  troops  removed.     That  no  army  could  be 
maintained  in  time  of  peace,  widiout  the  confent  of  Parliament,  he 
well  knew,  becaufe  he  knew  it  was  an  article  in  the  Bill  of  Rights  ; 
but  what  does  that  bill  fay  of  a  time  of  war  ?     Not  a  finglc  word  ,* 
not  one  expreflion  of  prohibition  is  to  be  found.     By  that  the  pre- 
rogative, in  time  of  war,  is  left  without  limitation  or  control,  ns 
well  as  to  the  extent  as  the  difpofition  of  the  forces.     In  F^;ard  to 
foreign  troops,  from  the  revolution  down  to  the  prefent  hour,  he 
could  difcover  nothing  that  did  not  go  to  confirm,  and  recognize  the 
power  he  had  mentioned  ;  he  found  them  ferving  in  this  countiy 
through  die  wars  of  King  William,  and  difmiflfed  only  after  the 
pe^ce  of  Ryfwik  in  1698.     It  was  not  the  neceflity  of  fupporting 
the  revolution  which  retained  them  ;  their  afliftancc,  in  that  point 
of  view,'  had  long  ceafed  to  be  requifite  ;  the  revolution  was  finnly 
fixed  and  fettled  ;  the  people  were  in  the  fiiU  enjoyment  of  all  the 
-  bleflings  and  the  full  exercife  of  all  die  rights  they  derived  from  diat 
glorious  event.     Why,  then,  were  they  not  difmifled  r     Becaufe 
the  King  thouglit  proper  to  keep  them,  and  the  Parlbment  did  not 
feel  that  its  power  extended  to  their  difmiflion ;  for,  from  circum- 
ftances  that  attended  at  laft  their  being  fent  back,  we  could  enter- 
tain litde  doubt,  that  had  it  depended  upon  Parliament,  they  would 
not  have  remained  to  be  removed  at  the  conclufion  of  peace  in  1 698. 
From  that  time,  he  found  foreign  troops  repeatedly  landed  in  die 
country  ;  he  found  aSs  relating  to  tficm,  after  their  being  landed, 
but  not  one  that  mentioned,  or,  in  any  degree,  controverted,  die 
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Tight  of  bringii^  them  into  the  country ;  fcveral  of  tlic  inilanccs 
had  been  already  Tiifcufled,  and  he  (hould  not  enforce  what  had 
been  bid  by  a  repetition  \  but  he  muft  make  an  obfcrvation  on  the 
acl  of  1 757,  an  a6t  for  providing  quarters  for  a  foreign  force.     If 
he  fliould  difcover  no  proceeding  previous  to  this  a(5>,  which  could 
in  any  way  be  conlbuai  into  a  parliamentary  confcnt  for  bringing 
them,  he  faid,  that  this  a£t  of  the  Legiflaturc  went  completely  to  re- 
cognise the  power  to  exift  in  the  Crown.      If  there  was  jiny  thing 
of  the  kind,  let  it  be  produced  ;  if,  however,  the  fubfcquent  com- 
munication and  addrefs  was  taken  as  a  confcnt,  he  muft  fay,  that 
His  Majefty,  in  the  prefcnt  inftance,  was  as  fully  and  completely 
yolfcflrcd  of  the  landion  and  authority  of  Parliament,  as  any  of  his 
TojH  predcceffors  In  any  one  of  the  occafions  which  had  or  could  be 
adduced.      He obferved,  that  in  the  year  1777,  ^^^^^  '^  ^'^  thought 
ncccflary  to  bring  over  fome  foreign  troops,  thofe  who  oppofed  it, 
•  argued  that  the  American  war  was  to  be  confidcrcd  in  the  light  of  a 
civil  diCx>ntent,  an  internal  ct>mmotion  of  the  empire,  which  did  not 
biii^  the  landing  a  foreign  force  within  the  prerogative.     How  far 
the  argument  was  good  or  not,  it  was  not  fo*  him  then  to  inquire  ; 
but  this  at  leaft  it  went  to  prove,  that  the  opinion  entertained  at  tliat 
time  was,  that,  in  time  of  war.  His  Majefty  did  polTefs  fuch  pre- 
rogative, and  that  die  exercifc  of  it  in  the  prefcnt  inftance,  in  fiach 
a  war  as  we  were  now  engaged  in,  was,  beyond  difpute,  neither  il- 
legal or  unconftitutional.     It  was  remarkable  too,  that  almoft  every 
inftance  that  had  been  brought  forward,  of  a  foreign  force  in  the 
country,  was  fubfequent  to  the  aft  of  fetdemcnt,  which  declares, 
on  wlut  had  been   fo  much  inftfted  upon,  that  no  foreigner  fhould 
be  capable  of  holding  a  place  of  truft  or  emolument  widiin  thefe 
kingdoms.  How  for  any  part  of  thefe  trcwps  could  be  brought  under 
tliis  aft,  he  did  not  know  ;  it  did  not  appear  to  him,  that  thofe  who 
acquired  no  permanent  eftablifhmcnt,  who  were  not  fubjefts  of  the 
country,  but  of  their  nadve  Prince ;  who  held  from  him  their  com- 
miflions  and  offices,  could  be  confidered  as  objefts  for  the  applica- 
tion of  this  law.     On  no  former  occafion  had  it  been  fo  confidered. 
He  faid/  that  as  far  as  his  opinion  went,  it  coincided  with  thofe  that 
had  gone  before  him ;  and  that  troops  fo  brought  here,  did  not  come 
^thin  the  intent  or  meaning  of  the  law  alluded  to. 

He  concluded  with  faying,  that  if  all  the  precedents  were  ad- 
mitted, and  His  Majeft}'  had  the  prerogative,  and  a  moft  important 
one  it  was,  that  the  exertion  of  it,  like  that  of  every  other  power 
in  the  fame  hand,  i?v*as  to  be  watched  with  the  utmoft  vigilance  and 
attention  ;  a  vigilance  and  attention  propordoned  to  die  terrible  con- 
fluences to  which  it  might  be  mifapplicd ;  but  that  thougli  he  was 
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an  advocate  for  vigilance,  he  was  not  a  friend  to  fufpicion  ;  he  did 
not  think  it  was  amor^  the  duties  of  that  Hoxxk  to  abandon  all  ci»n- 
fidcnce  in  the  Executive  Power;  to  teach  thd  people  that  tlicir  intc- 
rcfts,  and  thofc  of  the  Crown,  were  at  variance  ;  to  fu(pc£k  tJiat 
Minifters  were  the  implacable  enemies  of  the  liberties  of  the  c(ninm', 
and  ever  on  the  watch  to  furprife  and  dcftroy  tliem.  Thi»  he  did 
not  think,  and  trailed  that  the  Houfe  would  never  give  its  counte- 
nance to  2,  meafurcy  front  whence  fuch  a  conclufion  could  be  drawn. 
For  this  rcafon,  lie  flattered  himfelf  the  prefent  motion  would  be  ne- 
gatived, as  an  expreflion  of  that  unworthy  feeling,  unfupportcd  by 
anylingle  circumdancc  that  could  give  a  colour  to  fufpicion,  or  a 
foundation  to  alarm. 

'Mr.  MONTAGU  was  of  opinion/  that  the  pre(ent  was  a  ques- 
tion which  fhould  not  be  agitated  in  fuch  times,   unlefs  it  appcare^i 
that  there  were  not  merely  caufes  of  fufpicion,  but  apprchenfions 
of  danger.     Gentlemen  on  the  other  fide  had  complained  of  inti- 
nuations,  but  fetmcd  to  be  unsnindful  of  the  inveftives  thrown  on 
Minifters,  and  men  who  adt  upon  as  pure  principles  as  they  could 
poflibly  pretend  to  ;  im  ectivcs  of  the   moft  illiberal  kind,   unre- 
ftraincd  by  decency,  or  even  good  manners.     When  gen.lcracn  ar- 
gued and  diircminated  principles,  refcniblrng  thofe  which  brought 
about  the  dcfolation  of  France,  he  would  never  fail  to  reprobate 
iheir  conduft.     Gentlemen  feemed  to  think,  that  they  had  a  pre- 
fcriptive  right  to  caft  illiberal  afperfions  ;  but  he  thought  that  he, 
and  thofe  on  his  fide,  had  as  good  a  right  to  retort  tliem. 

Mr.  Montagu  alfo  obferved,  that  gentlemen  had  gpt  into  the 
habit  of  keeping  the  public  mind  on  the  fret  with  alarms  about  the 
increafing  power  of  the  Crown,  and  other  old  topics  ;  but  he  re- 
minded them  of  the  ftorj'  of  the  fliephcrd,  who,  from  frequenriy 
alarming  the  people  wjth  the  cry  of  *'  Wolf!"  was  at  laft  not  at- 
tended to.     He  thought  that  came  home   in   their  cafe ;  for  their 
clamours  were  little  regarded,  and  would  be  ftill  Icfs  by  being  fre- 
quently repeated- 
Mr.  Serjeant  ADAIR  faid,  that  though  he  was  unwilling  to 
trcfpafs  on  die  patience  of  the  Houfe,  by  too  often  obtruding  hi* 
fcrniments  on  tlicir  attention,  it  was  impollihlc  for  him,  after  the 
ourfc  the  debate  had  taken,  to  give  a  filcnt  vote  upon  die  queftion. 
He  moft  finccrcly  withed  that  the  motion  had  not  been  made  ;  but 
being  now  before  die  Houfe,  he  diought  it  of  infinite  importance  to 
the  Public,  in  what  manner,  and  upon  m  hat  principles  it  (hould  be 
decided.     Principles  had  been  aflerted,  which   he  could   not  pafs 
over  in  filence  ;  and  though  he  thought  the  difcuflion  of  abftracl 
tjucltiuns,  not  called  for  by  any  emergency  of  the  cafe,  was  alw5\> 
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<!.4nircrous,  and  feldom  beneficial  to  the  Public  :  vet  when  fuch  dec- 
trines  2^3  he  had  heard  that  day  were  brought  forward  in  Parliament, 
ir  wns  highly  neceffary  that  they  (hould  be  refuted. 

An  honourable  gentleman  cppofite  to  him  (Mr.  Wallace)  a  very 
y.ing  Member  of  that  Houfe,  had  ftated  an  alTertion,  wliich  no 
Britifli  Parliament  ought  to  liftcn  to  with  patience  He  fa  id,  that 
**  ir  was  the  undoubted  prenigattvc  of  the  Crown,  in  time  of  war, 
*'  to  bring  foreign  troops  into  this  kingdom  for  whatever  (brviccs, 
"  and  in  whatever  numbers,  were  judged  neceffary  ;  and  that  even 
"  If  Parliament  (hould  cxprefs  its  difapprobation,  and  require  fuch 
*'  tnxjps  to  be  withdrawn,  it  was  in  die  difcrction  of  His  Majcfly 
**  'whether  he  would  comply  with  fuch  a  rcquifition  or  not." 

That  His  Majcfty  poffeffed  fuch  a  difcretion,  in  one  fcrife,  was 
unJoubtcd  ;  for,  in  a  phyfical,  and  not  a  moral  or  legal  fcnfe,  every 
man  poflofled  a  difcretionary  power  of  ailing  as  he  pleafed.  But 
tnough  he  ptofcffed  no  particular  partiality  for  His  Majcfty's  piefcnt 
Miniftcrs,  he  muft  own  he  had  that  opinion  of  their  regard  both  for 
their  own  fafety,  and  the  conftitution  of  their  co^ntrj'^,  that  not  one 
wouIJ  be  found  amont^ft  them,  who  would  dare  tuaiivife  the  Kinff 
to  affert  or  cxercifc  fuch  a  prerogative. 

He  had  tlierefore  heard  the  affertion  in  queftion  with  more  fur- 
prife  than  alarm ;  becaufc  lie  vnxs  j>erfc6lly  affurcd  that  no  fuch 
<i^x:trinc  could  ever  be  countenanced  by  a  Britifh  Houfe  of  Com- 
nH>ns.  But  there  were  other  d<)<Srines  which,  coming  from  perfons 
of  confidcrablc  weight,  and  being  ftated  with  more  caution  and  plau- 
fibility,  were  therefore  more  dangerous. 

A  right  honourable  friend  of  his  (Mr.  Windham)  had  afked  why 
was  die  Bill  of  Rights  to  be  liberally  expounded  r  Pie  would  tell  the 
right  honourable  gentleman  why.  Firft,  becaufc  it  was  that  law 
^hich  liad,  not  indeed  founded,  but  cftablilhcd  and  confirmed  the 
<^'nrtitution  of  tliis  country,  upon  principles  that,  for  a  century  paft, 
bd  been  the  chief  fource  of  tlie  happincfs  and  glory  of  tiiefe  king- 
^ms.  And  fccondly,  becaufe  it  was  a  declaratory  law  ;  and  it  was 
2n  eftabliftied  maxim  of  conftruftion,  that  fucli  a  law  fhould  be  more 
liberally  expounded,  than  one  which  introduced  new  provllions  or 
f^trw principles-  T^o.aft  could  be  more  pre-eminently  declaratory, 
^'fl^  in  the  words  and  fubftance  of  it,  than  the  Bill  of  Rights  ;  for 
^!  things  therein  contained  were  claimed  by  the  Lords  and  Com- 
'^^^^^^>  and  affentcd  to  by  the  King,  "  as  the  true^  micUnt^  and  in- 
Mitalle  rights  and  liberties  of  the  peeplc  of  this  kingdom.'*  But 
«  VM  a  declaratory  law  of  a  peculiar  nature  ;  for  the  p^ovifions  of 
^e  ad  were  coextenfive  widi  die  mifcKicfs  recited  in  the  preamble, 
't  neither  was.   nor  nrofeffed  to  be.    a  confiiriitionjl  code,   or  com- 
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pletc  declaration  of  all  the  rights  and  liberties  of  tlic  kingdom. — 
The  declaration  did  not  go,  in  any  inftance,  a  jot  beyond  the  vi<v 
lation  of  law  that  called  for  it,  nor  the  remedy  beyond  the  grievance 
that  had  been  felt.      In  nothing  was  die  wifdom  of  thofe  gtcat  men, 
who  conducled  that  memorable  event,  more  eminently  confpicu- 
ous,  than  in  avoiding  the  general  and  unneccflary  difcuflion  of  ab- 
flracSl  political  propolitions,  and  confining  themfelves  ftrictly  to  the 
exigencies  of  the  time  ;  nor  was  there  any  thing  that  could  fiimilli 
a  more  whole  fome  example  to  the  Houfe,  or  one  fitter  to  be  adopt- 
ed upon  the  prcfcnt  occafion.     He  M'as  forry  that  the  meafurcs  which 
had  given  rife  to  this  debate  had  been  fo  much  defended   upon  pre- 
cedent.     It  was  in  that  view  alone  that  they  could  be  objectionable 
or  dangerous  ;  and  the  recognition  of  thofc  precedents,  by  a  vote  of 
that  Houfe,  was  the  very  thing  that  he .  moft  eameftly  deprecated, 
and  principally  rofe  to  prevent.     He  entreated  the  Houfe  not  unne- 
ceflarily  to  give  a  wound  to  the  conftitution  of  their  country,  which 
the  wifdom  of  future  Parliaments  might  in  vain  be  exerted  to  heal. 
In  times. like  the  prefent,  it  became  the  duty  of  Parliament  to  be 
f  eculiarly  watchful  over  the  conftitution,  and  caution^  in  their  deli- 
berations ;  for  it  was  only  in  times  of  public  alarm,  and  when  the 
minds  of  die  people  were  much  agitated,  that  bad  precedents  i^  ere 
likely  to  be  cftablilhcd.     He  muft  confcfs,  that  he  had  been  as 
much  alarmed,  and  felt  as  much  horror,  as  any  Member  in  that 
Houfe,  at  ever)'  thing  which  tended  to  propagate  thofe  pernicious 
doctrines,  which  had  defolated  a  neighbouring  kingdom,  and  dif- 
turbed  the  tranquillity  of  Europe.     But  no  alarm  at  the  cries  of  de- 
rnocracy  and  fadtion,  could  fo  for  operate  upon  Wm,  as  to  make 
him  forget  all  the  principles  of  the  copftitution,  and  fly  for  protec- 
tion into  the  arms  of  prerogative.      In  his  opinion,  our  beft  fafi^uaid 
and  fureft  proteftion  would  be  found  in  adhering  to  the  found  prin- 
ciples of  the  conftitution ;  in   fteadily  fupporting  the  juft,   legal, 
limited  prerogadvcs  of  the  Crown,  on  the  one  hand,  thcfubftantial 
rights  and  privileges  of  the  people  on  the  other,  and  the  fuperintend- 
ence  and  control  of  Paiiiament  over  all.     However  doubtful,  there- 
fore, he  might  be  of  the  propriety  and  cxpediency^of  the  motion  be- 
fore the  Houfe,  he,  for  one,  could  by  no  modves  be  prevailed  on  to 
give  it  a  diredt  negative,  becaufe  he  was  in  his  confciencc  pcrfuadcd|of 
truth  of  die  propofition  it  expreflid.     If  it  was  contended  that  the 
£ill  of  Rights  had  ftoppCd  (hort  of  any  declaradon,  that  in  cxprcfs 
terms  reftrained  His  Majefty  from  bringing  foreign  txtx>ps  into  the 
kingdom  in  time  of  war,    the  Ad  of  Settlement   (ladiarki  I3di 
of  William  HI.  c.  2.)  had  put  that  point  beyord  a  doubt,  by  ex- 
prcfsly  enacting,  that  "  no  pcrfon  born  out  of  the  kingdoifts  of 
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"  England^  Scotltod,  or  Ireland,  or  the  dominions  thereunto  be- 
«  loogingy  (althpugh  naturalized  or  made  denizen,  unleis  bom  of 
<*  Englifh  parents)  (hall  be  capable  to  enjoy  any  office,  or  place  of 
**  triift^  civil  or  military"  And  furcly,  if  foreign  troops  were 
brought  into  the  kingdom  for  the  purpofe  of  ferving  there,  it  would 
hardly  be  contended,  that  by  being  fo  employed,  they  were  not 
placed  in  a  fituation  of  military  fruji.  Could  fo  clear  and  pofitivc 
a  provi(ion  (land  in  need  of  any  aid  from  implication  ?  That  would 
be  amply  fupplied  by  the  ftatute  of  the  29th  Geoi^ge  II.  c.  5  ;  for 
when  in  the  year  x  756  it  was  judged  expedient  to  employ  certaui 
foreign  Protefbnts  refident  in  America,  in  his  Majc&y%  militarf 
fervicc  there,  it  was  not  only  deemed  neceffary  to  have  the  fan6lion 
of  an  a^  of  Parliament  for  that  purpofe,  but  that  fan6)ion  was  given 
under  fuch  reftri(Etions  and  qualifications,  as  evidently  fhewed  the 
extreme  caution  with  which  Parliament  entrufted  fuch  a  prerogative 
in  the  hands  of  the  Crown,  even  in  cafes,  where  the  expediency  wa4 
acknowledged.  The  truth,  thei'efbre,  of  the  affertion,  that  no 
fuch  prerogative  could  be  legally  exercifcd  by  the  King,  without  the 
audiority  of  Parliament,  he  believed,  had  never  been  ferioufly 
doubted  before  the  debate  of  to-day,  and  would  not,  he  trullcd,  con- 
tinue to  be  doubted,  when  that  debate  was  at  an  end. 

Having  thus  exprefled  his  opinion  upon  the  modon,  abftracEledly 
CQofideredy  the  learned  Serjeant  proceeded  to  ftate,  that  it  was  by 
no  means  a  ncceflary  conclufion,  that  becaufe  a  declaration  was  true^ 
it  ought  therefore  to  be  adopted  by  that  Houfe.     If  any  honourable 
Member  ihould  move  the  Houfe  to  declare,  that  by  the  law  of  Eng*- 
land  the  eldeft  fon  was  entitled  to  inherit  the  lands  of  which  his  fa- 
ther had  dif  d  poflfeiTed  in  fee   iimple,    though  no  man  could  deny 
the  affertion,  yet  he  (hould  certainly  cxpeS  to   be  informed  by 
what  emergency  it  was  called  for,  and  to  what  purpofe  it  was  to  be 
applied,  before  he  ihould  think  it  confident  with  the  wifdom  or  dig« 
nity  of  Parlbment  to  make  any  fuch  declaration.     It  was  no  part 
of  the  duty,  and  ill  befitted  the  wifdom  of  Parliament,  to  make  ab* 
folutc  declarations  of  law.     There  were  hut  tv^o  grounds,  in  his 
opinion,  upon  which  declarations  could  be  proper  :  either,  that  the 
p^^uion  was  in  itfelf  doubtful,  and  ftooct  in  need  of  die  authority 
of  parliamentary  declaration,  which  he  thought  would  hardly  be 
contended  for,   by  the  honourable  gentleman  who  moved  this  quef- 
tion,  or  that  there  had  been  a  dangerous  and  alarming  violation  of 
the  law  on  the  point  which  it  was  propofed  to  declare.     He  could 
fee  no  preteiKe  for  allcdging  this  in  the  prefent  inftance.     So  far 
was  die  reafon  announced  by  His  Majefty's  mcffage  from  containing 
any  juft  ground  of  alarm,  that  he  thought  it  was  a  meafure  equally 
Vou  XXXVIL  .    Zz 


354  '  PARLIAMENTARY  A.  1794. 

called  for  by  jufticc,  humanity,  and  cveh  ncceflTitVy  and  whtdi  dio 
Servants  of  the  Crown  would  have  been  highly  rcprchenfiblc  if  they 
had  not  advifed  his  Majefty  to  adopt.  The  troops  of  his  Majcfty** 
idlies,  engaged  in  a  war  in  which  every  thing  dear  to  this  countiy, 
and  effentisd  to  the  fafety  of  Europe,  was  at  flake,  had  been  cm- 
barked,  for  the  purpofc  of  being  employed  on  foreign  fcrvicc  in  a 
foreign  country,  the  legality  of  which  no  man  could  difpute.  They 
bad  rendexvoufed  on  the  coaft  of  this  kingdom,  and  the  objefis  of 
the  fervice  for  which  they  were  originally  intended,  having  been  ci- 
ther defeated  or  delayed,  they  had  been  permitted  to  land,  to  relieve 
them  from  thofe  contagious  diforders  to  which,  by  their  oonfinc- 
ment  in  (hips,  they  muft  be  inevitably  cxpofed. 

If  this  could  even  be  confidered  as  a  violation  of  the  letter  of  the 
law,  where  was  the  danger  ?  wlicre  the  fubftantial  illegality  of  the 
sneafure  ?  where  was  the  ground  that  called  upon  Parliament  to 
•  interfere  ?  Suppofe  a  vcffcl  loaded  widi  felons  fentencad  to  tranf- 
portation,  was  on  the  coafls  of  this  kingdom— that  (he  was  driven 
by  a  temped  on  the  rocks,  or  that  a  contagious  diftemper  had  bro- 
ken out,  which  endangered  the  life  of  every  man  on  boarcL  In 
this  fituation  the  convi<5ls  fwim  on  fhore,  to  prcferve  theonfclves 
from  inevitable  deflru6tion ;  would  the  honourable  gentleman,  in 
fuch  a  cafe,  move  the  Houfe  for  a  foJemn  declaration  that  *'  felons 
being  found  at  lai^e  in  this  kingdom,  before  the  term  of  thdr 
trani^rtation  had  expired,  was  contrary  to  law  ?"  As  few  would 
be  found  to  aiTert  the  propriety  as  to  deny  the  truth  of  fuch  a 
declaration. 

For  thefe  reafons  he  could  not  bring  himfelf  cither  to  deny  or 
affent  to  the  propolition  that  had  been  made,  and  he  eameftly 
entreated  the  Houfe  not  raflily  to  come  come  to  a  dired  deciiion  of 
the  queftion.  .  He  called  upon  gentlemen  on  the  other  fide  of  the 
Houfe,  not  to  be  too  much  elated  by  the  fupport  which  particular 
circumftances  had  led  many  gentlemen,  who  were  not  particularly 
attached  to  them,  to  give  them  at  this  critical  junAurc,  and  not  in 
the  pride  of  power  to  pulh  their  vidlory  fo  far  as  to  give  an  un- 
neceflary  ftab  to  the  conftftution  of  their  country  ;  and  he  conjured 
gentlemen  on  this  fide  of  the  Houfe,  not  for  the  fake  of  any  triumph 
they  might  pretend  to,  in  point  of  aigument,  or  of  any  party  advan- 
tage they  might  expe6>,  by  driving  adminidration  to  an  unpopular 
Vote,  to  force  on  a  deciiion  that  might  be  fatal  to  thofe  very  prin- 
ciples they  fo  carne(Uy  profeffed  to  fuppert. 

To  relieve  the  Houfe  from  the  difficulty  In  which  they  had 
bittierto  appeared  to  be  involved,  and  from  the  neceflTity  of  a  deci- 
iion ivhicli  could  be  attended  widi  no  good>  and  might  be  produo- 
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ti^e  of  much  mifchief^  he  concluded  with  moving  die  previous 
queftion. 

Mr.  YORKE  WIS  for  the  previous  queflion,  but  declared  that 
he  knew  of  no  conflitutional  right  or  prerogative  by  which  the  King 
could  bring  irtto,  keep»  or  maintain,  foreign  troops  within  this  king^ 
dom,  or  employ  foreign  officers  on  Britifh  pay,  without  the  previous 
confent  of  Parliament. 

The  ATTORNEY  GENERAL  faid,  that  it  was  his  wi(h  that 
Ac  (ubjeA  before  the  Houfe  might  be  difpofed  of,  by  voting  the 
previous  queflion.     He  (hould  beg  leave  to  (kte  to  the  Houfe  his 
rcifons  for  giving  his  vote  to  the  previous  queftion.    In  his  opinion^ 
the  aiguments  that  had  fallen  from  the  gentlemen  that  fupported  the 
honourable  gentleman's  (Mr.  Grey)  motion,  and  the  arguments  that 
lud  been  uigcd  b^  other  gentlemen  in  fupport  of  the  previous  queftion^ 
fumilhed  ample  proof  of  the  impropriety  of  difcuffing  the  prefent 
fubjcd.     Upon  the  queftion  then  before  the  Houfe  he  would  not 
give  his  opinion,  and  he  would  ftate  why,  becaufe  our  anceftors  had 
not,  when  thev  paffed  the  Bill  of  Rights  and  the  a£l  of  fcttlement, 
agitated  or  decided  upon  it.     During  the  courfe  of  the  debate,  he 
conceived  htmfelf  to  be  particularly  alluded  to.     The  reafon  why  h& 
(hould  give  his  vote  for  the  previous  queftion  was,  becaufe  the  refo-* 
lution  that  had  been  propofed  by  the  honourable  gentleman  (Mr. 
Grey)  was  totally  inapplicable  to  the  circumftances  that  gave  rife  to 
the  motion,  and  went  beyond  what  our  anceftors  had  done  in  confe- 
quencc  of  circumftances  nearly  fimilar  to  the  prefent.    No  man  could 
deny,  that,  de  foEloy  foreign  troops  had  been  landed  in  this  kingdom 
fince  the  period  of  the  Revolution,  or  fince  the  pafTmg  of  the  Bill  of 
Rights,  the  words  of  which  were  thefe,  *'  the  raifing  and  maintain- 
ing of  an  army  within  the  kingdom  in  time  of  peace."     After  the 
Revolution,  King  William  had  his  Dutch  troops  here  in  time  of 
war,  and  that  Houfe  had  not  called  upon  him  to  dilband  them,  nor 
tad  they  been  dift)anded  till  the  time  of  peace.    With  rcfpeft  to  the 
aft  of  Settlement,  he  could  not  conceive,  and  he  begged  that  his 
twnounble  and  learned  friend  (Serjeant  Adair)  would  excufe  him  for 
feting  it,  by  what  poflible  chain  of  argument  the  prefent  fubjefl: 
tame  within  a  claufe  in  that  aft  that  had  been  alluded  to,  or  how  it 
could  be  aflimilated  to  the  naturalization  bill.     He  would  aflc  the 
gentleman,  whether  Parliament  had  come  to  any  refolution  fince  the 
Revolution,  expreflive  of  dlfapprobation  of  a  meafurc  that  had  been 
*A>ptcd  under  ciraimftances  fimilar  to  the  prefent  ?  I n  the  year  1 7  5  6> 
Hdfian  troops  had  been  landed  in  this  country;  and  on  the  King*8 
communicating  the  circumftance  to  Parliament,  an  addrefs  of  thanks 
^^  the  confequcnce.     That  was  an  inftance  where  the  Lcgiflaturs 
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o£the  country  did  not  think  that  the  meafure  called  for  an  A6t  of  In- 
demnity, or  for  any  parliamentary  notice.  In  the  year  IJJS^  fame 
Hanoverian  troops  ,had  been  fent  to  Gibraltcr,  to  replace  Britifh 
troops  that  had  been  fent  to  America.  But  that  was  a  circumftance 
that  did  not  apply  in  the  prcfent  inftance,  on  two  grounds  ;  fiift,  bc- 
caufe  the  circumftance  did  not  occur  within  the  kii^dom  ;  and  in 
the  next  place,  becaufe  it  happened  in  time  of  peace.  He  would 
not  ftate  anjc  thing  about  what  the  law  was  previous  to  the  pofling  of 
the  Bill  of  Rights.     With  refpefl  to  the  ad  of  Settlement,   it  went 

•vto  the  prevention  of  raifing  and  maintaining  a  large  army  within  the 
kingdom  in  time  of  peace.  He  rcqueilcd  the  honourable  gentlemaii 
(Mr.  Grej')  to  reconfider  what  he  had  ftatcd  in  regard  to  precedents; 
becaufe  tliere  were  fome  pcrfons  who  were  difpofed  to  tuy,  that  the 
patriots,  at  the  time  of  the  Revolution,  were  extremely  puny  poli- 
ticians when  compared  widi  tlie  wife  patriots  in  another  countiy. 

The  Attorney  General  concluded  with  hoping,  that  that  Houfe 
would  entertain  the  iamc  opinion  on  the  fubjed  that  he  did,  and  Aat 
they  would  leave  the  queilion  as  they  found  it ;  namely,  as  it  had 
been  left  when  the  Bill  of  Rights  was  paflfcd.  Upon  tliefc  gcounds 
he  wx)uld  give  his  vote  for  the  previous  question. 
.  Mr.  GREY  explained :  he  never  wanted  to  (hew  difrefjpe^S  to 
thofe  who  brouglit  about  the  glorious  Revolution,  or  the  principles 
upon  which  they  aded ;  on  tlic  contrary,  all  his  aigumcnts  that 

•  night  had  been  founded  en  thefe  veiy  principles. 

Mr.  W.  SMITH  combated  the  prerogative  of  the  crown  to  land 
foreign  troops.  He  wiflied  to  know  if  fuch  a  prerogative  cxiftcd, 
wliat  was  the  fccurity  of  the  fubjeft.  The  King,  it  was  admitted 
on  all  hands,  had  the  indubitable  right  of  declaring  war.  If  he  had 
annexed  to  that  prcrogatiNc,  the  right  of  landing  foreign  troops  in  the 
kingdom,  ^^  idiout  number,  tiie  liberty  and  fcciuity  of  the  fubjcct 
were  ho  more.  He  obfcrved,  that  the  learned  Serjeant  (Adair)  had 
faid,  the  prcfent  landing  of  die  troops  was  not  an  inflance  of  dan* 
gerous  violation  of  the  Conditution,  which  called  for  the  interference 
of  that  Houfe,  or  for  the  refolutionpropofcd  by  his  honourable  friend 
(Mr.  Gr^}  but  he  did  at  the  fame  time  fcem  to  admit,  diat  there  was 
in  it  fome  fmall  degree  of  encroachment,  and  he  was  of  opmion,  that 
it  was  the  bcfl  plan  in  the  body  politic,  as  in  the  body  natural,  when 
attacked  by  diforder,  to  obfervc  the  old  maxim  obfta  prlhcipiis ;  he 
contended  the  aiguments  ufcd  were  better  adapted  to  obtain  a  bill  of 
indemnity,  than  to  oppofc  tlie  motion  before  them. 

Mr.  Chancellor  PITT  obferved,  that  he  would  ftatc,  on  a  fair 
view  of  the  queftion,  his  reafons  on  the  one  hand  for  giving  his  NT^tc 
^^n  the  previous  quediony  and,  on  the  other,  for  giving  hi$  dircd 
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and  pofidve  native  to  the  original  motion^  pxovided  die  previous 
queition  had  not  been  moved.     He  was  extremely  happy  in  having 
that  public  opportunity  of  declaring  and  avowing  himfiplf  as  one  of 
the  advifers  of  the  meafure  that  had  been  adopted  with  refpe£l  to  the 
landing  of  the  troops  in  this  country.     He  did  not  defire  any  bill  of 
indemnity  in  confequence  of  this  ;  if  any  chai^  was  to  be  biought 
3gainft  him  as  an  individual,  he  (hould  only  demand  the  right  pf 
being  tried  by  the  law  of  the  land.    In  fuch  cafe,  there  were  only  two 
pnocipies  to  be  pnxreeded  upon,  viz.  the  written  law,  or  the  known 
prance  and  e(bd>li{hed  ufage  of  Parliament.     The  nwtion  that  had 
been  made  by  die  honourable  gendeman  (Mr.  Grey)>  wa^  liable  to 
two  objedions :  in  the  firft  place,  the  honourable  gentleman's  mo- 
ioiti  was  by  no  means  applicable  to  die  circumAancesdiat  gave  rife  to 
it ;  and  in  the  next  place,  it  was  purely  abAra^l,  and  not  founded 
upon  anv  meafure  that  could  poffibly  be  coniidered  as  demanding  any 
particular  dedv^don.    But  when  he  deprecated  the  idea  of  agitadng 
abftrafi  queftions,  he  ihould  beg  leave  to  fiate,  in  order  to  avoid 
being  mifunderfiood  or  mifconifaued,  his  fendments  to  the  Houfe  in 
the  fuUeft  and  moft  explicit  manner.    The  queftion  was,  whether  or 
not  it  was  a  culpable  omiffion  on  the  part  of  Minifters  not  to  advife 
His  Majefiy  to  obtain  the  previous  confent  of  Parliament  before  any 
fcteign  troops  were  fuffered  to  land  in  diis  country,  in  time  of  war, 
^  at  a  period  when  the  fafety  of  the  country  demanded  fuch  a  mea« 
&i€?  His  Majcfty  had  afforded  Parliament  die  moft  early  communis 
cation  of  the  drcumftance ;  and  what  was  the  refult  ?    Why,  an  ad- 
<lre&  of  thanks  was  voted  by  that  Houfe  to  His  Majefty,  in  confe- 
quence of  the  communication  that  His  MajeAy  had  affi)rded.    Was 
it  dierefore  to  be  argued  by  the  honourable  gentleman  (Mr.  Grey), 
that  this  was  a  m^ure  totally  repugnant  to  eVcry  pofidve  law  i    But 
this  was  not  all ;  the  conftant  and  unifonti  prafHce  that  had  been  pur- 
fued  and  adopted,  and  which  was  fortified  by  precedent,  operated  to 
?  fill],  complete  and  ample  jufiiflcation  of  die  meafure.    It  had  been 
flatcd,  that,  in  the  year  1745  or  1746,  foreign  troops  were  brought 
u^  Ais  kingdom,  from  the  appreheniion  of  an  invaiion  ;  this  was 
9n  ioftance  that  had  been  alluded  to  by  the  honourable  gentleman 
(Mr.  Grey) ;  but  it  was  a  little  unfortunate  for  that  honourable  gen- 
tlcman,  that  in  that  inftance  the  previous  confent  of  Parliament  had 
^  been  obtained.     But  the  honourable  gentleman  had  endeavoured 
to  explain  the  circumftance  of  foreign  troops  having  been  permitted  to 
l^d  in  this  kingdom  without  the  previous  confent  of  Parliament 
having  been  had  and  obtained,  upon  three  grounds,  which  were,  tiiat 
His  Majcfly  had,  in  the  commimication  that  he  had  then  afforded 
« vliament,  particularly  flated  the  number  of  the  troops,  the  placcf 
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ticrc  they  were  to  be  quartered,  and  their  future  deflination.     In 
\t  prcfent  inftance  there  had  been  a  vote  of  thanks  ;  but  dien  it  was 
4crtedy  that  the  communication  that  had  beecn  afforded  now  was  not 
adequate  to  the  communication  that  had  been  afforded  in    1746. 
What  was  the  refult  of  this?  Why,  if  in  th^  communication  aSbrded 
now,  the  precifc  number  of  the  troops  landed  had  not  been  ftated, 
the  circumftancc  of  Parliament  not  having  inquired  into  the  nuirxbcr, 
could  not  poffibly  be  confidered  in  any  other  pcrint  of  view  but  as  a 
ground  of  acqiiiefcence  in  the  meafure.    In  the  communicadon  that 
had  been  afforded,  mention  was  made  that  the  troops  would  be 
quartered  in  the  moft  convenient  places  of  rendezvous,  but  the  crmi- 
munication  did  not  fpecifical!y  fet  forth  what  the  moft  convenient 
places  were.     This  was  the  only  difference.     But  all  this  was  as 
nothing.    The  qucftion  was,  whether  that  Houfe  would  pronourKe 
that  the  bringing  of  foreign  troops  into  the  kingdom,  widiout  the 
previous  confent  of  Parliament  had  and  obtained,  was  contrary  to 
law?  Now,  the  praflice  of  the  year  174.6  was  very  nearly  iimilar to 
the  practice  that  had  been  lately  purfued  and  adopted.     Did  the  ho- 
nourable gentleman  rccolleft,  that  on  the  23d  of  March  1756,  at 
which  period  the  Parliament  had  been  fitting  for  fomc  months,  when 
this  country  was  making  preparations  for  war,  and  when  party  fjririt 
ran  Very  high,  the  King  intimated  to  Parliament  his  intention  of 
bringing  fome  HeflTian  troops  into  the  kingdom,  and  that  the  trans- 
ports to  convoy  them  hither  had  actually  failed  ?  What  happened  ? 
Why,  Parliament  voted  an  addrefs  of  thanks  to  His  Majcfly  for  the 
mcaiurcs  he  had  taken.     This  proved  moft  unqueftionably,  that 
when  the  Parliament  was  fitting,  if  there  had  been  any  law  to  re- 
quire it,  His  Majefty  might  have  obtained  their  confent  to  the  mea- 
fure in  nearly  as  expeditious  a  manner,  were  the  occafion  fo  prefling 
as  to  demand  it,  as  by  affording  a  communication  to  the  Houfe ; 
yet  the  MiViifters  then  advifcd  His  Majefty  to  make  the  circumftancc 
a  matt\?r  of  communication,  and  not  of  application  to  the  Houfe. 
The  precedent  in  the  year  1756  muft  have  ftatcd  that  Houfe  in 
the  face,  had  there  been  any  law  then  in  exiiiencc  that  requircd'thc 
previous  confent  of  Parliament.     It  would  then  have  appeared, 
whether  an  act  of  Indemnit)'^  was  indifpenfably  necefliiry,  or  whether 
Miniftcrs  were  in  any  degree  criminal  for  having  advifed  the  meafure. 
But  the  Parliament  then  paffed  no  ad  declaratory  of  the  law.     In 
the  fubfequent  feffion  of  Parliament,  on  the  1 3th  December,  the 
Secretary  at  War  moved  to  bring  in  a  Bill  for  the  legalizing  the 
quartering  and  maintaining  thcfc  troops.     The  previous  (ilence  of 
the  l.egiflaturc  was  a  ftrong  argument ;  but  the  ftrongcft  of  all  pof- 
fiblc  arguments  was  the  expofition  of  the  le^flative  zSt,  wliich  wertt 
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not  only*  to  radfy,  but  nridendy  to  legalize  the  meafure  that  had  beet 
adc^ed.     He  had  now  ftated  the  authority  of  an  z&  of  the  Legit 
bture  againft  the  authority  of  a  learned  Serjeant  (Adair).     But  f'i 
die  que(Hon  did  not  flop  here.    In  the  year  1 7  7  5>  during  the  c^V*  - 
teft  widi  America,  and  befcHre  the  interpofition  of  France,  forogh 
troops  had  been  fent  to  Gibraltar  and  Minorca ;  but  it  had  not  then'' 
been  argued  that  the  meafure  was  contrary  to  law.     But  had  there 
anad  of  Indemnity  then  been  paflcd,  it  would  not  have  borne  upon 
the  prefent  queftion.     If  it  were  to  be  made  a  queilion,  that  we 
were  not  then  in  a  ftate  of  war,  ftill  it  would  be  of  no  import.    How- 
ever, it  was  a  little  lingular  that  this  bill  of  Indemnity  never  pafTed* 
He  did  not  rely  on  this  bill  of  Indemnity  fo  thrown  out,  but  upon 
Ae  opinion  of  the  L^iflature  that  it  was  contrary  to  eftablifhed 
u£ige. 

He  had  now  ftated  what  had  been  the  praSice  in  the  year  1 746. 
He  had  alfo  flated  what  the  authoritj'^  of  the  Legiflature  was  in  the 
year  1756.     In  the  next  place^  he  would  advert  to  what  had  been 
faid  by  Mr.  Speaker  Onflow.     That  honourable  gentleman  had 
ftated,  that  the  brining  of  foreign  troops  into  this  country,  with- 
out the  previous  confent  of  Parliament,  was  a  meafure  that  was 
T>ew,  alarming  and  unprecedented.     He  was  not  at  all  furprifed  to 
hear  other  gentlemen  adopt  this    language,   in  oppoiidon  to  this 
{Icxxl  known  ufage  and  ellabliihed  pradHce.     It  afforded  him  ik» 
fmall  d^ree  of  fatisfa^ion  that  the  queilion  had  been  difcufled,  as 
every  man  would  in  confequence  have  an  opportunity  of  being  fa- 
tisfied  that  the  meafure  was  founded  in  pradlice  that  never  had  been 
denied  or  controverted.     He  relied  that  he  had  (hewn,  that  if  a 
bill  of  Indemnity  had  paiTed,    it  would  not  have  operated  on  the 
prrfent  queftion  ;  and  he  alio  trufted,   that  lie  had  clearly  ihewn 
why  it  had  not  pafled.     The  troops  that  had  been  originally  fent  to 
Gibraltar  and  Minorca,  at  a  time  when  this  country  was  at  war, 
was  not  the  only  hidorical  faft  to  be  adverted  to  ^  for  in  the  year 
1782,  it  was  corrununicated  to  Parliament,  that  thefc  troops  were 
coming  to  this  country.     What  happened  ?     No  bill  of  Indemnity 
^as  paifed,  to  make  the  arrangement  for  quartering  them  here  le- 
gal.    From  this  it  did  not  appear  that  the  opinion  of  Parliament 
*as  contrary  to  the  bringing  foreign  troops  into  this  country.     In 
the  year  1794,  troops  had  been  brought  upon  the  coaft  of  the  coun* 
try ;  but  the  eftabliftiment  with  refped  to  maintaining  them  was 
^^  increafcd  till  the  time  diat  they  were  to  go  to  their  place  of 
deilination.     He'  would  give  up  the  quedion  relative  to  the  period 
<^f  peace  or  war ;  but  here  a  temporary  rendezvous  had  been  afforded 

t^j  and  that  place  of  rendezvous  was  admitted  to  be  the  moft 
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convenient  place  where  they  might  i&.  againft  the  enemy.     The 
Ineafurc  then  was  predfely  the  fame  as  now.     An  addrefs  was  voteci 
if  His  Majefty,  and  that  was  then  thought  fufficient.     It  was  not 
Hrfien  paffed  over  becaufe  a- great  Conftitutional  qucftion  was  depend- 
ing.    In  that  year  he  had  the  honour  to  take  his  feat  in  that 
Houfe  ;  and  when  the  circumdance  was  communicated,  that  Houfe 
concurred  in  the  meafure.     The  troops  having  arrived,  remained 
till  the  feafon  for  their  departure.     The  mode  that  had  been  prac* 
tifcd  then  to  bring  the  matter  immediately  before  the  cognizance  of 
Parliament,  was  exaftly  and  precifely  the  fame  that  had  been  adopt- 
ed in  the  laft  inftance.     His  Majefty,    in  his  fpeech,  had  ordered 
the  treaties  of  Heflc-Caffel  and  of  Darmftadt  to  be  laid  before  the 
Houfe.     Thefe  papers  being  laid  on  the  table,    the  Parliament 
voted  a  fiipply  to  His  Majclly,  to  enable  His  Majcft)'  to  maintain 
thofe  troops ;  and  this  they  did  with  their  eyes  oi)cn.      It  had  been 
uiged,  that  no  fecurity  could  exift  in  the  country,  if  His  Majefly 
were  to  bring  into  the  country  what  troopd  he  picafed,  without  the 
previous  confent  of  Parliament ;  but  he  would  beg  leave  to  obfcrve, 
in  oppofitioR  to  this^  that  His  Majefty  had  no  power  to  maintain 
thofe  troops  without  the  confent  of  Parliament     The  power  of 
the  purfe  was  above  all  other  powers  ;  and  over  that  Parliament 
had  the  complete  controul.     Did  the  honourable  gentleman  (Mr. 
Grey)  prove  that  this  was  a  meafure  that  was  againd  pofitive  law  ? 
The  iirft  authority  that  had  been  reforted  to  was  the  bill  of  Rights. 
But  he  had  heard  that  our  anceftors  had  confined  themfdves  to  the 
definition  of  the  Conftitutional  queftion  then  before  them,  and  that 
they  did  not  declare  what  meafurcs  they  would  have  adopted  under 
circumftances  fimilar  to  the  prcfent.     The  bill  of  Rights  went  only 
to  fay,  that  no  army  could  be  raifcd  or  maintained  within  the  king- 
dom in  time  of  peace.     If  this  did  not  apply — ^thc  next  circum- 
fiance  that  had  been  reforted  to,  was  the  rule  of  poHtive  law.     That 
Dutch  guards  were  not  fuffered  to  be  maintained  in  time  of  peacc^ 
was  a  fad.     The  Parliament  then  only  followed  up  the  meafure  in 
time  <^  peace  in  the  fame  manner  tliat  wc  followed  it  up  now  in  time 
of  war.     The  Parliament  had  refufed  the  maintenance  of  guards 
and  garrifons,  and  they  voted  that  the  Dutch  troops  which  nude 
part  of  the  guards  and  garrifons,  (hould  be  difbanJed.     The  King 
was  then  defirous  that  the  Parliament  would  alter  their  decree ;  but 
Che  Parliament,  however,  adhered  to  their  original  principle.     The 
queftion  then  was,  whetlier  the  King  fliould  be  guarded  by  Dutch 
troops  or  by  natural  born  fubjcfts  ?     That  left  the  bill  of  Rights 
cxa£Uy  where  it  found  it.     The  next  authority  that  had  been  alluded 
to,  wa3  ^  claufe  in  the  ^£t  of  Settlement,  and  he  was  i)ot  a  little 
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fuTprifcd  to  hear  it  cited — for  what  was  it  ?  It  went  only  to  guard 
againft  the  placing  of  any  offices,  civil  or  militai}',  within  the  king- 
dom, in  the  hands  of  foreigners. 

He  had  thought  it  his  duty  to  ftate  his  reafons  fully  to  the  Houfe  ; 
the  rdult  of  which  was,  that  the  original  motion  that'  had  been 
iriade  by  the  honourable  gentleman,  was  wholly  inapplicable  to  the 
circumftances  that  gave  rife  to  it,  and  totally  groundlefs,  if  a  tefe- 
roice  was  had  ta  the  journals  upon  the  table.  He  fliould  therefore 
vote  for  the  previous  queftion. 

Mr.  FOX  commenced  his  fpeech  by  obferving,  that  he  never 
recollc6ted  a  queftion  that  gave  rife  to  fo  much  extraneous  matter, 
or  to  fo  great  a  variety  of  abftradl  arguments  as  the  prefent.  He 
felt  a  confiderable  difficulty  in  replying  to  the  different  obfervations 
made  on  both  fides  of  the  Houfe,  but  notwithftanding  all  the  grave 
advice  from  the  Attorney  General,  on  the  danger  of  agitating  the  quef- 
tion, he  confidered  himfelf  as  indifpenfably  bound  by  his  duty  to  his 
conftitucnts  to  deliver  his  fcntiments  on  the  prefent  occafion.  The 
honourable  gentleman  had  exprcffed  his  doubts  on  tliis  extenfion  of 
the  prerpg;ative,  and  wifhcd  that  the  queftion  might  not  "be  argued  ; 
but  that  the  Chancdlor  of  the  Exchequer  differed  materially  from 
his  learned  friend,  by  giving  a  decided  opinion  upon  this  point  of 
prerogative.  It  was  not  for  him,  he  faid,  to  account  for  the  con- 
iu&  of  the  right  honourable  gentleman  who  perfcreved  in  his  opi- 
nion on  a  queftion  that  excited  no  fmall  (hare  of  indignation,  even 
among  thofc  gendemen  who  co-operated  with  him  on  other  fubjefts. 
If  the  do6binc  of  the  Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer  was  true,  he 
2igued,  that  nothing  which  had  been  faid  by  the  moft  atrocious  li- 
bellers of  the  Conftitution,  could  be  reprehended  by  adminiftration  ; 
becaufe  the  arguments  of  the  right  honourable  gendeman  went 
to  prove,  that  we  had  a  Conftitution  in  words,  but  not  in  reality. 
But  thank  God,  he  exclaimed,  this  was  not  true  ;  for  the  Bill  of 
Rights  was  in  direft  contradiction  to  what  had  been  advanced  by 
the  ri^t  honourable  gendeman  and  his  friend  (Mr.  Wyndham) 
who  fat  near  him.  That  gentleman  had  thought  fit  laft  year  to 
manifeft  his  fc;ars,  and  fuppQit  the  Minifter  in  every  queftion  fince 
he  yAncd  the  minifterial  fbmdard.  He  had  deferted  his  friends,  be- 
caufe he  thought  the  Conftitution  in  danger :  this  he  muft  attribute 
to  the  acutenefs  of  his  feelings  ;  and  die  fame  motive  which  urged 
him  to  depart  from  his  friends,  Ihould  now  have  induced  him  to  re- 
fill this  moft  violent  and  unconftitutional  ftretch  of  prerc^tive.  He 
conceived  that  the  Attorney  General  expreifed  fomething  like  half  a 
v'vfli  to  fupport  the  prerogative ;  but  he  conceived  it  his  duty  to 
com  forward  and  ftate  boldly;  what,  with  refpcjft  to  the  queftion, 
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y/^  the  pTcrogativc  of  his  Majcfty  in  time  of  war.  He  reprobated 
the  condudl  of  Mini(ters,  in  attempting  to  juftify  the  landing  of  fo- 
reign troops  in  this  kingdom  witliout  the  previous  confent  of  Par- 
liament. It  was  unneceffary  for  him,  he  faid,  to  point  out  the  con* 
fcquencc  that  muft  arife  from  fuch  doftrincs  if  adopted,  where 
foreigners,  being  the  inftrumcnts  of  any  mifguidcd  prince,  or  licen- 
tious Government,  might  be  turned  againft  the  dcarcd  rights  of  the 
Conftitution.  Great  ftrefs  was  laid  by  the  Chancellor  of  die  Exche- 
quer on  the  circumftance  that  they  were  not  to  remainV^w^  in  the  coun- 
tr}',  but  now  the  Houfe  was  informed  that  they  were  to  remain  in  the 
kingdom  until  fent  on  foreign  fcrvicc.  He  was  of  opinion  that  a  bill 
of  Indemnity  Ihould  have  been  at  Icaft  introduced  to  juftify  the  mca- 
fure,  a  mcafurc  which,  'during  the  American  war,  was  declared,  in 
both  Houfcs  of  Parliament,  as  one  that  annihilated  Magna  Charta. 
If  a  bill  of  Indemnity  had  been  brought  in,  tlie  preamble  would 
have  run  thus,  as  in  former  inAanccs ;  "  Whereas  certain  doubts 
having  arifen  :"  but  to  this  Conftitudonal  phrafeology  the  Miniftcr 
was  averfe,  as  he  argued  that  the  prerogative  of  the  Crown  -vv^s  fully 
competent  to  the  introduftion  of  foangn  troops,  agreeable  to  the  Bill 
of  Rights.  His  learned  friend  (Serjeant  Adair)  had  argued,  that  it 
was  better  not  to  argue  the  queftion,  than  for  the  oppofers  of  his 
honourable  friend's  motion  to  have  a  dccifion  againft  them  ;  but  this 
was  an  argument  to  which  he  never  would  be  brought  to  fubfcribe  ; 
for,  though  left  in  a  minority,  it  was  his  duty  to  perfeverc  in  what  he 
thought  for  the  benefit  of  his  country ;  and  though  the  Houfe  may 
not  take  care  of  its  own  honour,  it  did  not  follow  that  he  (bould 
aft  with  treachery.  A  bill  of  Indemnity  had  been  offered  to  the 
Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer,  but  this  he  rejeftcd  with  indignation  \ 
but  he  conceived  it  equally  the  duty  of  Parliament  to  form  a  bill  of 
Indemnity  on  one  queftion,  as  it  might  be  neccflary  to  bring  fomvard 
a  bill  of  Attainder  on  another.  But  if  a  bill  of  that  nature  was 
brought  fon^ard,  gentlemen  on  the  other  fide  of  the  Houfe  would 
fecm  to  confcfs,  by  the  procedure,  ^hat  they  were  not  willing  to  ad- 
mit, that  the  prerogatives  of  the  Sovereign  were  not  fuch  as  they 
wifhed  to  maintain,  though,  he  truftcd,  that  the  Houfe  would  ever 
txercife  its  dignity,  and  (hew  them  that  the  King  was  endowed  with 
ho  prerogative  that  militated  againft  the  Conftitution.  It  had  been 
faid  on  the  other  fide  of  the  Houfe,  that  the  gendcmen  who  fupport- 
cd  the  motion,  had  prcfumed  on  more  wifdom  than  their  anccftois, 
though  the  precedent  of  1 7  37  bore  them  out  in  every  argument  they 
had  offered.  They  had  not  brought  forward  a  fingle  new  argument 
on  the  fubjedl  in  debate  ;  then  how  inconfiftcnt  to  accufe  them  of  be- 
ing bold  innovators  and  agitators  of  a  queftion  repeatedly  difcuiTcd, 
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and  which  it  is  argued  (hould  deep  for  ever.     He  ridiculed  with 
much  fuccefs  the  idea  that  as  the  word  War  was  not  precifely  fpc- 
dficd  in  die  Bill  of  Rights,  and  that  the  word  Peace  was  aione  men- 
tioned, that  his  Majcfty  could,  confiftent  with  the  Conftitution,  in- 
troduce foreign  troops  into  the  kingdom  j  this  was  a  fallacious  aigu« 
mcnt,  rcprchenfible  in  the  extreme,  as  being  a  moft  daring  attack  on 
the  principles  of  the  Bill  of  Rights,  which  he  defihed  not  to  be  aii 
enabling,  but  a  declaratory  law,  on  which  thcHoufe  fhould,on  all  oc- 
cafions,  put  the  moft  liberal  conftruftion.  Allowing  the  Chancellor  of 
the  Exchequer  every  aigument  that  could  operate  in  his  favour  on 
the  precedents  which  he  adduced,  he  would  a(k  him,  what  had  been 
the  law  anterior  to  the  pafling  of  the  Bill  of  Rights  or  die  a£t  of  Set- 
tlement.   If  the  Houfe  had  been  guided  by  precedents,  thofe  afts  ne- 
ver would  have  pafTed,  which  prevented  the  landing  or  the  fuffcring  of 
foreign  troops  to  remain  in  this  kingdom.     He  aigued,  that  it  was 
monftrous  and  abfurd  to  fay,  according  to  the  right  honourable  gen- 
tleman's definition  of  the  Bill  of  Ri^ts,  that  the  royal  prerogative 
could  be  cxercifed  to  land  foreign  troops  in  this  country  in  time  of 
var,  or  in  time  of  peace.     If  this  were  the  cafe,  how  could  he  re- 
concile to  himfelf  the  Mutiny  bill,  the  preamble  of  which  did  not  re- 
cognize any  fuch  prerogative,  but  was  in  dircft  contradiftion  to  the 
arguments  adduced  by  the  right  honourable  gentleman. — The  Dutch 
guards  in  the  time  of  K.  William  III.  were  not  fufFered  to  remain 
in  this  kingdom  by  virtue  of  the  Royal  Prerogative.     They  were 
voted  in  the  army  eftimates,  and  had  therefore  the  fandtion  of  Par- 
liament.    Where,  he  aiked,  could  be  brought  one  inftance  of  fo- 
reign forces  being  introduced,  without  the  approbation  of  the  Com- 
mons? In  1745,  it  was  true,  they  were  introduced ;  but  then  the 
countiy  was  in  a  ftate  of  rebellion,  and  even  at  a  period  fo  alarming, 
it  W2S  confcfled  that  the  Minifter  did  an  illegal  thing,  which  was 
(andtioncd  by  the  fubfcquent  approbation  of  Parliament.     In  1 7  7  5, 
there  was  a  previous  confent  of  the  Houfe,  and  therefore  all  thofc 
precedents  went  to  deny  that  any  fuch  dangerous  prerogative  cxifted 
in  the  Crown,  which  thofe  gentlemen  who  oppofed  his  honourable 
friend's  motion  had  fuggcfted.     An  ad  of  Indemnity,  he  confcffed, 
was  unufual  where  it  applied  to  the  officers  of  the  Crown,  when  a(S- 
ing  ill^Uy,  except  where  a  number  of  perfons  were  implicated  ; 
for  inftance^  if  tliefe  troops  were  refifted  by  thofe  on  whom  they 
vcTc  billeted,  in  confequence  of  their  being  an  ill^l  force,  a 
ciroimftance   which   might   lead  to   confequences    the  moft  dif- 
agreeable,  then  a   bill  of  Indemnity  was  neceffary  to  avert  the 
ivil     So  far  fuch  a  bill,  in  his  mind,  would  have  been  a  more  falu« 
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tary  mcafure,  than  the  previous  queAion,  as  propofcd  by  his  honour- 
able and  learned  friend.     He  entreated  every  gemleihan  prcfent  to 
aft  with  great  caution  and  deliberation  on  as  momentous  a  queiKon 
as  ever  arrefted  the  attention  of  a  Britifh  Senate,  and  to  refift,   with 
a  manly  firmnefs,  the  ftrange  and  incoherent  doifhines  advanced  by 
Miniftry.    Jt  had  been  affcrted,  that  foreign  forces  had  been  in- 
troduced here  for  the  purpofc  of  foreign  fcrxices  ;  but  he  cared  not 
what  was  the  caufe,  where  the  confequcnces  to  the  Bill  of  Rights 
were  fetal.      Subfcquent  events  might  reveal  the  myftery.      But 
again  he  would  wifli  to  imprefs  on  the  Houfe  what   might  attend 
this  unwarrantable  exercife  of  the  prerogative,  if  thcfc  troops  were 
to  become  the  inflrumcnts  in  the  hands  of  a  wicked  prince,  or  a  ve- 
nal Minifter.     The  divine  prerogative  of  the  Crown,  was  language 
which  he  did  expe<ft  to  have  heard  during  the  night's  debate.      Dur- 
ing the  arbitrary  reign  of  James,  it  was  true  that  it  was  confidercd 
blafphemous  to  attempt  defining  that  prerogative,  to  which  he  fet  no 
bounds ;  but  now  he  conceived  that  words  more  fuitable  to  the 
tongues  of  Britifh  freemen,  were  thofe  that  defined  and  fupportcd  the 
divine  rights  of  the  Commons.     We  are  aflured  by  his  Majcfty  $ 
Minifters,  as  an  excufe  for  the  landing  of  thofe  troops,  that  they  arc 
not  to  remain  long  in  the  country.   But  this  is  not  the  queftion :  will 
the  Minifter,  he  afked,  fay  that  the  introdudlion  of  thefe  troops  is  le- 
gal or  confident  with  the  fpirit  of  the  Conftitution  ?  Who  are  to  tell 
an  army  of  Auftrians,  of  Heflians,  of  Hanoverians,  or  of  Dutch, 
that  their  farther  continuance  in  England  was  contrary  to  law  ? 
He  would  appeal,  he  faid,  to  the  right  honourable  gentleman's 
own  good  fenfe  on  the  occafion,  whether  or  not  it  would  be  cither 
wife  or  prudent  to  neglcft  afcertaining  our  rights,  till  we  are  fur- 
rounded  by  an  army  of  foreign  mercenaries — ^till  the  critical  period 
arrives,  when  the  Members  of  that  Houfe  (hall  be  qucftioned  on 
their  ingrefs  and  egrefs,  refpefting  their  political  fentiments— till 
they  are  furrounded  by  perhaps  30,000  ufurpers,  who,  under  the 
pretext  of  defending  their  liberties,  will  facrifice  and  violate  the  few 
remains  of  the  Conftitution. — Let  gentlemen  recoUeft  the  danger  of 
an  imperious   military  Government — Let  them  recolle<9,  that  a 
powerful  army  is  an  engine  of  the  moft  alarming  nature — I^  us  re- 
member, that  fuch  a  weapon  has  moie  than  once  overthrown  the  li- 
berties of  Europe— that  if  we  yield  in  the  firft  inftance,  wc  betray 
the  confidence  repofed  in  us  by  our  fellow  citizens — that  he  who  dares 
prefent  our  Bill  of  Rights  as  a  remonftrance  to  an  army,  will  find  it 
an  ufclefs  piece  of  parchment — and  that  our  wifcft  conducft  will  be 
a  fteady  adherence  to  the  maxims  and  prudence  of  our  anceftors,  who 
had  uniformly  rcfiftcd  every  acl  of  innovation.     By  purfiiing  a  con- 
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trary  condud,  he  affirmed  that  we  (hould  hazard  the  liberties  of  the 
people,  and  the  privileges  of  Parliament,  and  he  entreated  thofc 
who  heard  him  not  to  dcfcrt  either,  through  private  friendfhip  or  per- 
ibnal  intercft.  If  there  exifted  a  party  in  this  country  which  mani- 
fefted  a  wifh  to  lower  the  monarchical  power,  that  party  would  be  de- 
feated by  not  rendering  that  power  odious  by  a  wicked  and  danger- 
ous extenfion  of  the  prerogative  of  the  Crown.  Let  the  Commons 
piove  true  to  the  people,  and  the  people  would  remain  obedient  to 
the  Commons.  We  have  no  invafion  to  fear  but  an  invafion  of  the 
Conftitution ;  and  the  Parliament,  which  was  its  natural  watchman, 
would  regard  with  a  tenacious  and  a  jealous  eye  any  meafures  calcu- 
lated to  deftroy  the  balance  of  power  in  the  three  eftates  by  any  un- 
conflitutional  extenfion  of  the  prerogative  of  the  Crown.  When  tlic 
eyes  of  the  world  were  turned  to  the  Conftitution  of  England,  he 
implored  the  Houfe  not  to  fuffer  its  admiration  to  ceafe  by  defacing 
its  noble  (Iruc^ure.*  Ireland,  he  faid,  was  a  free  and  imperial  king- 
dom, though  (he  may  fufFer  foreigners  at  home,  yet  if.  they  once  crof- 
fed  the  Channel  and  arrive  in  this  countr}',  they  muft  be  recognized 
as  an  illegal  army,  and  Government  could  not,  without  the  confent  of 
Parliament,  fuffer  them  to  remain  in  this  kingdom :  It  was  therefore 
incompatible  with  Magna  Charta  to  oppofe  the  motion  of  his  hon- 
ourable friend ;  and  confiftently  with  the  arguments  he  had  the 
honour  of  fubmitting  to  the  Houfe,  he  muft  oppofe  the  previous 
queftion. 

Mr.  Chancellor  PITT  faid,  his  propofition  was  dlftinftly  this, 
that  although  it  was  not  againft  law  to  bring  foreign  troops  into  this 
country;  yet  it  was  contrary  to  prafticc,  and  Minifters  would  be 
culpable  not  to  take  the  earlieft  opportunity  of  informing  Parlia- 
ment, or  to  keep  them  long  in  the  country  without  the  confent  of 
Parliament. 

Mr.  MARTIN  faid,  he  had  lived  now  half  a  century,  and  he 
thought  nothing  could  at  this  day  furprife  him ;  but,  contrary  to 
his  expedlations,  he  heard  in  that  Houfe  daily,-  fomething  which  ex- 
cited his  aftoniihment.  He  had  heard  much  about  the  prerc^tive^ 
or  pretended  prerogative,  agitated  that  night ;  a  learned  Serjeant 
had  moved  tlie  previous  queftion,  in  order  to  prevent  the  ftab  that 
muft  be  given  to  the  Conftitution  ;  for  his  part,  he  thought  by  that 
means  many  would  fhelter  themfelves  by  concealing  their  principles, 
but  he  thought  thpfe  who  fupported  that  meafure  ihould  have  their 
names  given  to  the  public. 

The  Houfe  then  divided,  when  there  appeared,  for 
The  previous  queftion,  184;  againft  it,  35 — ^Majority  149. 

The  Houfe  adjourned, 
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Tuejdajy  February  II. 

Mr.  SPEAKER  acquainted  the  Houfc,  that  he  had  received 
from  the  moft  Noble  Charles  Marquis  Comirallis,  Knight  of  the 
inoft  Noble  Order  of  the  Garter,  the  following  letter,  in  return  to 
llic  Thanki  of  this  Houfe,  fignificd  to  him  by  Mr.  Speaker,  in 
obedience  to  their  commands  of  the  1 9th  day  of  December,  in  the 
lail  Scfiion  of  Parliament* 

SIR, 

I  HAD  the  honour  to  receive  your  letter,  dated  the  9tli  of  Janaary, 
1793,  a  few  days  before  I  embarked  for  Europe  ;  and  I  loll  do  time  in 
pubUih'mg  to  the  whole  amiy,  at  the  three  Prefidencies,  the  teilimony 
of  high  approbation  which  the  Houfe  of  Commoni  have  exprellcd,  in 
the  refolutious  that  you  inclofed  to  me,  of  the  condud^  and  exeitions  of 
the  European  and  native  oihcers,  non-commiffioued  ofikers  and  foldier?^ 
who  ferved  under  my  command  'in  the  field  during  the  late  war  in 
Irdifl. 

Being  fenfible  that  the  favourable  opinion  of  the  Reprcfentatives  of 
the  Commons  of  Great  Britain  reflects  the  moil  didinguiOied  honour 
upon  any  Britifli  fubjecl,  I  rcquefl  that  you  will  aiTure  the  Houfe,  that 
the  flattering  manner  in  which  they  have  been  pleafed  to  declare  their 
a  ^probation  of  my  own  conduct  during  that  war,  has  imprclTed  me  with 
the  ilrongcft  fenfations  of  fatisfatSHon  and  gratitude ;  and  I  beg  that  you 
will  accept  of  my  b^fl  acknowledgements  for  the  very  obliging  perfonal 
f  xpreiTions  regarding  myl'clf,  which  you  did  me  the  honour  to  make  uf« 
cf  in  communicating  thefe  refolutions. 

I  have  the  honour  to  be,  with  refpe^t,  Sir, 
Your  mofl  obedient,  mod  humble  fervant, 

London,  the  9th  of  February,  1794.  CORNWALLISk 

Kighr  Honourable  Henry  Addington, 
S^^eakcr  of  the  Houfe  of  Commons* 

Mr.  WIGLEY,  agreeably  to  a  former  notice,  after  a  fcrf 
preliminary  remarks,  moved, 

**  That  a  meffage  be  fent  to  the  Lords,  acquainting  them,  thai 
the  Houfe  of  Commons,  under  the  prcfent  circumflances  of  the 
Impeachment  of  Mr.  JIaflings,  is  anixous  to  bring  the  profecution 
thereof,  on  the  part  of  the  Commons,  to  as  fpeedy  a  conclulion  a^ 
pofTible,  and  that  in  confcquence  it  was  ready  and  deiirous  to  attend 
its  profecution  from  day  to  day,  and  to  fit  as  many  hours  each  day 
as  may  be  convenient  to  their  Lordfhips.*' 

The  qucflion  being  put, 

Mr.  FOX  faid,  he  could  have  no  pofTible  objefiion  to  the  mo- 
tion ;  but  one  part  of  it  (truck  him  as  not  altogether  proper,  name- 
ly, that  which  Went  to  offer  to  attend  as  many  hours  eadi  day  as 
their  Lordfhips  wi(hed  \  which,  he  pleafantly  obfcrved,  was  mort 
than  the  Houfe  could  promife.     He  was  not  fure  that  their  ma- 
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nageis  would  be  able  to  fpeak  as  long  as  their  Lordfliips  may  l^ 
inclined  to  hear  them. 

Mr.  JEKYLL  faid,  that  the  motion  had  his  moft  hearty  concur- 
rence; but  he-,  could  not  help  obferving,  that  die  great  length  t» 
which  die  trial  had  run  was  difgraccful  to  the  country,  and  perhaps 
injurious  to  the  Conftitution,  in  that  part  of  it  which  he  termed 
the  palladium  of  our  liberties,  the  right  of  impeachments  by  Ac 
Houfe  of  Commons.     However,  in  one  point  of  view,  its  long 
continuance  would  be  of  good  efFcft,  as  it  would  give  the  Court  aa 
opportunity  of  availing  itfclf  of  the  tcftimony  of  Lord  Comwallis  5 
or  if  that  mode  (hould  not  be  adopted,  the  Houfe  of  Peers  wouM 
have  the  advantage  of  hearing  his  Lordfliip's  fendments  and  in'for- 
snadon,  which  muft  throw  out  a  great  light  on  the  proceeding- 
Mr.  M.  A.  TAYLOR  fpoke  to  order,  as  confidering  tiic  h»- 
nourablc  gentleman  to  wander  widely  from  the  qucftion  before  the 
Houfe,  which  fimply  related  to  the  propriety  or  impropriety  of 
fending  fuch  a  meffage  to  the  Houfe  of  Peers. 

A  few  words  here  enfucd  between  the  Speaker,  Mr.  Taylor, 
and  Mr.  Jekyll,  on  tlie  point  of  order. 

Tlie  qucftion  was  then  put  as  above,  and  paflcd  nenu  con*  Mr- 
Wiglcy  was  ordered  to  carry  tlic  meffage  to  the  Houfe  of  Lords. 

Mr.  DUNDAS,  previous  td'his  moving  for  a  renewal  of  the 
Alien  bill,  obferved,  that  any  doubts  which  might  have  arifen  as 
to  the  extent  of  its  powers,  may  be  reSified  and  explained  when 
tfie  new  bill  was  brought  in.  He  then  moved  for  leave  for  a  bill 
for  the  regulation  of  Aliens  arriving,  or  rcfidcnt  in  this  kingdom, 
&c.  His  objeft  was  to  eountcradt  a  metlxxi  which  had  been  prac- 
tifed  by  foreigners,  who,  when  they  had  been  ordered  to  quit  the 
kingdom,  had  got  themfelvcs  arrcftcd.  --Leave  vras  given  una  dlj* 
Jentiente, 

The  Houfe  adjourned. 

Wednejdayj   I2fh  Feiruary* 

Mr.  ADAM  faid,  he  wiftied  there  fliould  be  before  the  Houfe,. 
an  authentic  account  of  the  proceedings  of  the- Court  of  Jufficitry 
in  Scotland,  relative  to  the  late  trials  which  took  place  there,  and 
therefore,  the  motion  which  he  had  to  nuke  on  that  fubjeel,  was, 
"  that  there  Ihould  be  laid  before  the  Houfe,  an  account  from  the 
books  of  die  journal  of  the  Court  of  Judiciary  in  Scotland,  as  far 
as  they  rcfpefted  the  trial  of  Thomas  Muir,  Efq.  and  the  Reverend 
Thomas  Fjrftie  Palmer."  If  there  wa;^  no  objcftion,  he  would 
move  it  now,  or  he  would  give  notice  when  he  would  bring  ir 
forward-  , 
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Mr.  Chancellor  PITT  faid,  lie  was  divided  in  his  mind  on 
part  of  this  fubjc6t.  If  on  inquiry  it  fhould  appear,  that  the 
grant!  ng  of  thefc  papers  was  a  matter  of  courfe  he  (hoiild  have  no 
objeflion.  But  on  the  other  hand,  if  any  imprcflfion  was  to  be 
made  on  the  Houfe  to  imply  any  cenfure  on  the  proceedings  of  that 
Court  on  thcfe  trials,  or  even  to  imply  a  doubt  of  their  ptxjpiicty 
altogether,  his  opinion  was  fo  ftrongly  made  up  on  that  fubjcd, 
that  he  (hould  refill  the  motion.  In  tliat  view  of  the  fubjcdt,  he 
hoped  the  honourable  gentleman  would  allow  fome  time  to  oonddcr 
this  matttfr. 

Mr.  ADAM  faid,  he  (hoiild  bring  the  motion  forward  on  Fri- 
day ;  if  then  oppofcd,  he  fhould  give  notice  then  for  the  dilcuflion 
on  a  future  day. 

The  Houfe  adjorned. 

Thurfdayf   I  yh  February. 

The  bill  for  impofing  a  duty  on  Attomies  was  read  a  fecond 
tijQne. 

Mr.  JOLLIFFE  faid  a  few  words  on  the  hardfhips  to  which 
certain  clerks  M^ould  be  fubjefted. 

Mr.  ROSE  faid,  there  was  a  pretty  general  mifunderdanding  aS 
to  part  of  the  operation  of  this  bill.*  There  was  a  claufe  in  it, 
which  provided  that  any  attorney,  paying  the  duty  on  admiflion 
into  one  of  the  courts,  fhould  be  admitted  into  all  the  others,  if 
he  pleafed,  without  paying  any  tiling  farther. 

The  bill  was  then  ordered  to  be  committed  to  a  Committee  of 
the  whole  Houfe,  on  Monday  next. 

The  Houfe  adjourned. 

Friday y   14/i  February. 

Mr.  ADAM  faid,  he  had  given  notice  of  a  motion  relative  to 
the  proceedings  had  on  certain  trials  in  Scotland,  in  Auguft  and 
September  laft.  He  did  not  know  whether  the  Chancellor  of  the 
Exchequer  had  made  up  his  mind  on  that  fubjeft.— The  nature  of 
'the  motion  which  he  had  to  fubmit  was  not  new,  it  was  fimilar 
to  the  cafe  of  Mr.  Wilkes ;  it  was  only  to  have  an  authentic  copy 
of  the  record  of  the  trials  before  the  Houfe.  He  fhould  be  glad  to 
know  wlicther  the  right  honourable  gentleman  objedled  to  that  pro- 
ceeding :  if  he  did  not,  the  motion  fhould  be  made  now.  If  it 
fliould  be  thought  right  on  the  part  of  any  perfon  to  opppfe  the  bring- 
ing the  indictment  before  the  Houfe,  in  the  firfl  inftance,  he  muft 
fhape  the  fubftance  of  what  he  intended  to  move  in  anotlier  form 
afterwards ;  but  he  wifhed  now  to  know,  whether  tlic  Chancellor 
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Mr.  Chancellor  PITT  faid,  he  had  confidcred  the  fubjcft  al- 
luded to  in  the  notice  given  hj  the  learned  gentleman,  and  he 
thoi^t  it  his  duty  to  oppofe  the  motion  for  bringing  the  record  of 
the  proceedings  in  queftion  before  that  Houfe.  He  had  no  hefita'- 
tian  in  faying,  that  if  any  perfon  thought  there  had  been  any  thing 
improper  or  illc^l  in  any  of  the  proceedings  in  thefe  trials,  it  was 
regular  to  ftate  that  at  the  time  of  moving  for  the  papers  ;  but  he 
could  not  confent  to  the  produdlon  of  the  papers,  becaufe  it  might 
imply  ibmething  like  an  idea  that  there  exifted  fome  ground  of 
doubt  or  fufpicion,  as  to  the  legality  or  propriety  of  the  proccedii^, 
on  the  trials  in  queilion  before  the  Court  of  Jufticiary  in  Scotland  ; 
and  being  perfedtiy  fatisBed,  that  the  judges  in  their  determination 
were  ftri£Uy  legal,  and  in  the  exerctfe  of  their  difcretioh  highly 
meritorious,  it  was  impofTible  for  him  to  give  any  vote  that  might 
imply  a  contrary  impreflfion.     . 

Mr.  ADAM  faid,  it  was  jiot  his  intention  to  contradifl  or  ne- 
gative die  proceedings  of  the  Court  of  Judiciary  by  the  motion  he 
intended  to  make.  Nothing  could  be  more  grofsly  improper  than 
hailily  to  take  up  and  determine  on  queftions  in  which  the  mode  of 
proceeding  in  courts  of  juftice  was  materially  concerned :  he  ab- 
fiained  from  faying  one  word  upon  that  fubjedt.  But  there  was 
ibme  embarraffment  thrown  in  his  way  by  the  anfwer  he  had  juft 
received.  He  (hould  endeavour  to  explain  himfelf  as  far  as  he 
could  now,  trufting  to  the  candour  of  the  Houfe  when  the  matter 
ihould  come  to  be  difcuifed.  He  was  ready  to  confefs  that  the 
propofition  which  he  (hould  have  to  make,  would  tend  to  invefti^ 
ptc  the  judgement  and  difcretion  of  the  Court  of  Judiciary,  if  iK>t 
to  prove  theiti  wrong ;  but  he  wiftied  to  keep  that  back  at  prefent. 
It  muft  appear  to  the  Houfe  that  it  would  be  extremely  difficult  for 
Km  to  maintain  and  fupport  an  objedlion  to  the  legality  of  a  judge- 
ment, without  that  judgement  being  laid  before  the  Houfe.  The 
cafe  of  Mr.  Wilkes  and  other  cafes,  proved  that  fuch  a  requeft  as 
he  was  about  to  make,  had  been  complied  with  by  that  Houfe.  It 
would  not  tend  to  Izy  any  imputation  on  the  Court  of  Judiciary, 
until  the  quedion  itfclf  was  agitated.  He  was  embarrafled  by  tfie 
refofal  of  thefe  papers  on  the  quedion  of  legality  of  the  fentence, 
and  alio  as  to  the  mode  of  the  proceeding  in  fome  parts  of  the  trials 
he  had  alluded  to ;  all  of  which  would  have  been  removed  if  the 
papers  had  been  laid  before  the  Houfe.  He  might  be  told  that 
that  which  he  dated  with  regard  to  the  trials  did  not  take  place. 
This  buiinefs  had  made  an  impreffion  on  his  mind,  and  he  wifhed 
that  the  matter  ihould  come  fairly  and  fully  before  the  Houfe  of 
Commons  for  their  opinion ;  and  in  arguing  it,  he  ihould,  to  ufe 
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the  language  of  a  lawyer,  have  afligned  enors  as  if  he  was  ai^guii^ 
on  an  appeal  before  the  Houfe  of  Lords.  He  then  (hited  the  papen 
which  he  wilhed  to  appear  before  the  Houfe^ — ^Thc  libd .  charging 
Afr.  Muir  with  feditious  pradtices — The  plea  put  in  by  the  de- 
fendant to  that  charge — The  verdift  of  the  jury  on  the  trial  oi 
the  iffue ;  and  the  fentence  of  the  court  on  that  vcrdift— Then, 
that  there  fhould  appear  before  the  Houfe  fuch  minutes,  notes,  01 
other  matter,  that  might  be  on  record  with  rcfpe6t  to  that  trial. 
He  (hould  have  two  motions  to  make  with  regard  to  the  trial  of 
Mr.  Muir — One  on  the  committment  of  a  witnefs  of  the  name  of 
John  Rofe  for  prevarication,  and  of  William  Muir,  for  not  takii^ 
the  oath— and  fomething  afterwards  as  to  the  r^ulartcy  of  the 
proceeding. 

Mr.  Chancellor  PUT*  faid,  that  both  motions  might  be  made 
on  the  fame  day. 

The  bufinefs  was  appointed  for  Monday  fe'nn^t. 

The  Houfe  adjourned. 

Monday   17/A  February^ 

The  bill  for  raifing  a  loan  of  eleven  millions  on  armuides  for 
the  fupport  of  the  war  was  read  a  third  time  and  paiTed. 
Adjourned. 

Tuefdny   18/A  February. 

Mr.  FOX  faid,  he  was  now  to  ftatc.to  the  Houfe  a  motion  of 
which  he  had  given  notice,  and  which,  under  the  prcfent  circum- 
ftances,   appeared  to  him  to  be  very  neceffar)'.     He  fhould  avoid  , 
faying  any  thing  on  the  general  topic  of  the  war ;  he  fliould  take  if,  for  | 
the  fake  of  argument,  to  be  juft  necelTary  and  expedient,  he  fhould 
confider  for  the  prefent,  that  wc  were  engaged  in  a  war,  the  propri- 
ety of  which  was  manifeA.     The  queftion,  therefore,   would  be 
how  the  means  for  can)'^ing  it  on  might  be  adminiftcred  with  the 
greatefl  fafety  to  the  commercial  incerefts  of  the  country.     He  did 
not  mean  to  go  into  any  confideration  of  that  wide  field  of  gcncial 
defence  which  had  been  opened  for  Miniftcrs,  on  their  mode  of 
carrj'ing  it  on,    their  operations  fince  its  commencement,    or  the 
calamities  with  which  it  had  been  accompanied.     The  Gngle  point 
refpefting  which  he  now  meant  to  inquire,   was,  what  proteiflion 
the  trade  of  this  country  had  received  ?  an  inquiry  which,  if  he  wai 
not  mifinfbrmed,  tended  to  contradift,   and  ftand  as  a  contraft  to 
certain  alTcrtions  tliat  had  been  made  in  that  Houfe,    and  he  be- 
lieved,  pretty  alTiduoufly  propagated  out  of  it.     He  meant  to  re- 
commend an  inquiry  into  the  truth  of  fafts  upon  this  fubjed,  that 
the  Houfe  might  be  able  to  ilatc  to  the  public  fatisfadtorily,  whether 
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or  not,   in  point  of  hA,    the  trade  of  this  country  had,   as  it  was 
faid,  been  wifely  and  fuccefsfully  protC(!Sed  ;    and  whether  or  not 
the  conduct  of  thofc  to  whom  its  protedicm  was  entrufted  had  bcei^ 
prudent  and  judicious.  '  It  would  hardly  be  denied  that  complaints 
had  been  made,  and  if  they  were  ill  founded,  it  was  material  for 
the  honoui;  of  the  individuals,  and  the  welfare  of  the  public,    that 
fuch  complaints  Ihould  be  examined,  in  order  that  confidence  in  the 
prute<f[^ion   afforded  to  commerce  might  be  extended  to  a  future 
campaign.      If  there  had  been  a  material  negligencorin  affording 
protedion  to  commerce,  the  public  ought  to  know  it.     Thofc  who 
were  entruAed  with  the  diredfion  of  our  naval  force,  ought  alfo 
to  know  it,  that  they  might  derive  a  Icflbn  from  their  own  mifma- 
nagemcnt,  and  render  their  future  exertions  of  more  advantage  to 
their  country.     When  diis  fubjeft  was  mentioned  on  a  former  oc- 
cafion,  he  was  furprifed,   from  his  view  of  the  fubjedt,  and  confi- 
dering  the  general  ftate  of  politics,  that  no  perfon  of  (kill  and  repu- 
tation in  commercial  concerns  (hould  have  flood  fon^  ard,  and  ftated 
feirly  the  proteftion  our  trade  had  aftually  received.      If  this  had 
been  done  to  the  fatisfadtion  of  the  public,  his  motion  might  have 
been  unncceffaiy. 

He  fliould  begin  with  the  Baltic  trade,  becaufe  in  one  point  he 
^^s  ready  to  own  he  had  been  mifinformed. — He  had  been  told, 
on  authority  which  he  had  no  reafon  to  diftruft,  that  of  one  parti- 
cular fleet  of  merchant-men,  that  failed  from  Elfincur  with  con- 
voy, fixteen  or  feventeen  fail  had  been  captured  ;  of  the  fhips  that 
failed  with  convoy,  he  now  underftood  only  one  was  captured ;  but 
Minifters  could  claim  no  merit  on  that  circumftance,  for  in  con- 
fequcnce  of  the  time  that  the  fhips  had  waited  for  convov,  many  of 
them  had  preferred  failing  without  convoy  to  waiting  any  longer ;  and 
^  thofe  which  fo  failed,  fixteen  or  feventeen  were  ad^ually  taken. 
If  the  Houfe  would  go  into  an  examination,  they  would  find  that 
adminiftration  had  been  informed  of  the  danger  to  which  thefe 
Ihips  were  cxpofed. 

The  Newfoundland  and  Quebec  trade,  he  was  informed  by 
letters  which  fhould  be  produced  if  neceffary,  had  not  beeri  fuffi- 
ciently  proteifted.  The  whole  advantage  of  one  year  s  trade  had 
Ijccn  loft  for  want  of  a  fufficicnt  convoy  to  the  outward  bound 
Quebec  fleet.  In  march  laft,  the  parties  concerned  petitioned 
the  Lords  of  the  Admiralty  for  convoy  to  fail  from  the  Downs  or 
Poitfmouth  not  later  than  the  i  oth  of  April,  which  was  promifed. 
On  the  30th  of  April  no  convoy  being  likely  to  be  got  ready,  a 
"KTmorial  was  prefcnted  to  the  Treafury,  -  but  all  to  no  purpofc. 
They  were  told  that  Admiral  King  had  received  the  neceffary  in- 
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ftu£Uoni.     On  the  1 7  th  of  May  the  fleet  faflcd,  but  arrived  fo 
late  that  their  goods  not  coming  time  enough  for  the  mafket,  were 
left  on  hand.     On  the  1 4th  of  May  the  merchants  had  written  a 
letter  to  Mr.  Stephens,  the  Secretary  to  the  Admiralty,  complain- 
ing that  they  did  not  receive  that  attention  from  his  Majcfty's  Mi-  • 
lufters  which  they  were  entitled  to  exped,  and  exprefling  in  terms, 
which  fome  perfons  might  have  conftrued  into  a  menace,  that  they 
had  no  hope  of  better  treatment.     Mr.  Fox  read  the  fcveral  docu- 
ments,  and  obferved  that  they  might  have  been  confidercd  by  thofe 
to  whom  they  were  addrefled,  as  proofs  that  there  were  fome  rc- 
ijpeflable  merchants  who  were  not  fatisfied  with  the  conduA  of  the 
Admiralty.     It  would  have  been  but  fair  for  Minifters  to  have 
ftated,  that  aldiough  they  felt  they  had  done  their  duty,  there  was 
fomething  exceedingly  ungrateful  in  fome  perfons  who  fent  them 
complaints  inftead  of  thanks.     The  truth,  however,  he  believed, 
to  be  that  this  delay  was,  very  inconvenient,  for  that  thq  (hips  not 
arriving  in  time,  the  opportunity  of  the  market  was  loft.     Of  the 
Canada  fleet,  fcveral  (hips  were  ready  and  willing  to  fail,  even  on 
the  advanced  rate  of  infurance,  rather  than  Wait  for  an  uncertain 
convoy,  but  they  were  told  that  having  arms  and  military  ftores  on 
board,  though  a  very  inconliderable  part  of- their  cargo,  they  were 
prohibited  from  going  without  convoy.     With  refped  to  the  An- 
dromeda frigate  going  to  the  Ifle  of  Bicque,  he  had  been  told, 
that  flie  got  there  on  the  9th  or  i  oth  of  September,  and  that  (he 
failed  thence  for  Europe  with  the  fliips  (he  was  intended  to  convoy. 
But  inftead  of  taking  the  (hips  under  her  protedion,  he  undcrftood 
that  they  had  failed  for  Europe  without  her,    in  confequence  of 
.   which,  thr6e  of  them  had  been  taken.     For  the  fhips  for  Sparafti 
ports,   there  was  no  convoy,    and  although  it  was  not  certainly 
known  that  any  of  them  had  been  captured,    yet  fome  of  them 
were  conceived  to  be  in  fuch  rifle,    that  fcarcely  any  infurance 
would  be  taken  upon  them.     In  no  part  of  the  globe,  perhaps 
was  there  not  fome  complaint  of  this  nature.     Early  in  the  fpring 
merchants  in  the  African  trade  applied  for  convoy,  and  experienced, 
fimilar  difappointments.     In  tlie  German  trade  great  inconvenience 
had  been  felt,  as  well  as  in  the  trac^e  to  Italy,  from  the  fliips  not 
having  been  able  to  obtain  protedlion  foon  enough  to  arrive  at  the 
places  for  which  they  were  bound,  in  time  for  the  markers.     He 
went  through  tl)c  detail  of  the  delays  and  difappointments  expe- 
rienced by  the  Weft  India  fleet,  and  the  very  inadequate  convojr, 
confidering  the   French  force  then  oh  the  American  coaft,  under 
which  it  failed  at  hft.      Minifters  would  fay  that  the  fleet  eainc 
home  fafe  ^  but  this  was  arguing  only  from  the  event,  a  mode  of 
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arguing  diredUy  againd  all  principles  of  forcfight  and  foand  policy. 
It  would  appear  on  inquiry  that  from  the  number  of  (hips  and  the 
value  of  the  property  they  contained,  they  were  under  a  convoy  ^ 
ihamefully  inadequate.  In  the  Bay  of  Honduras,  fo  deficient 
were  wc  in  protedUon,  that  a  floop  was  all  we  had  to  depend  upon. 
After  -waiting  a  confiderable  time  for  convoy,  the  merchantmen 
failed  "without  convoy,  and  of  eleven  or  twelve  five  were  taken. 
This,  trade  had  been  as  completely  negledled  as  if  it  were  no  trade 
a  all. 

The  detention  of  the  Cork  fleet  to  the  Weft  Indies  he  thought 
a  matter  of  very  ferious  concern  :  it  was  detained  a  long  time  oa  ac- 
count of  the  fuperiority  of  the  French  fleet.     The  want  of  the  ar- 
rival of  the  Cork  fleet  with  provifibns  was  a  very  ferious  thing. 
xinder  all  the  circumftances  of  the  time.     He  wifhed  to  know  whe- 
ther any  man  in  this  country  could  be  pleafed  or  fatisfied  to  hear 
of  the  fuperiority  of  the  French  fleet,  and  that  too  at  a  time  when 
wc  had  the  greateft  reafon  to  expeft  fuperiority  on  our  own  part. 
It  was  in  his  opinion  evid^cc  of  negle£t. 

He  then  took  a  view  of  the  Mediterranean  trade,  and  maintained, 
that  in  confcquence  the  negled  of  our  trade  there,  for  want  of  af- 
fording the  neceflary  prote(^on,  the  lofs  had  been  moft  feverely  felt. 
Many 'manufadories  had  been  alnfK)ft  totally  ruined  by  it.     He  al- 
luded particularly  to  thofe  of  Leeds,  Norwich,  and  Exeter ;  the 
lofs  on  the  woollen  trade  was  prodigious  on  this  occafion.     The 
manufadurers  had  gone  fo  far  as  to  fay  they  would  not  adventure 
upon  it  any  farther,  unlefs  they  had  a  better  protedion  than  they 
formerly  had  at  the  commencement  of  the  war.  ..  They  alked  for  it, 
it  was  promifed  to  them.     Their  hopes  were  deceived,  and  they 
.  fuftained  a  lofs  to  an  immenfe  amount;  it  was  not  in  any  inftance 
lefs  than  twenty  and  five  and  twenty  per  cent,  on  account  of  (hips 
that  were  to  have  failed  in  June,  and  which  did  not  till  until  Sep- 
tember, the  truth  of  which  he  would  verify  at  the  bar  of  that  Houfe 
if  an  inquiry  was  inftituted.     Here  Mr.  Fox,  in  confirmation  of 
what  he  advanced,  read  a  letter  from  an  eminent  manufafturer  at 
Leeds,  which  ftatcd,  that  he  would  not  fend  any  more  goods  until 
a  good  convoy  {hould  be  provided.     This  gentleman  did  not  at  pre- 
fent  give  him  any  authority  to  mention  his  name ;  but  he  would 
certainly  come  forward  if  the  Houfe  would  be  pleafed  to  order  an  in- 
quiry.    He  had  another  letter  from  Exeter,  making  a  fimilar  com- 
plaint: this  gentleman  had  no  objection  to  giving  his  name.     The 
letter  was  figned  John  Miiford  and  Co.     Thefe  gentlemen  were 
entirely  unknown  to  him :  he  had  no  political  intereft  or  connection 
with  any  of  them:  he  did  not  even  know  them;  but  their  commu- 
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nications  to  him  were  fo  reputably  recommended,  that  he  had  no 
doubt  whatever  of  their  honour  or  integrity,  or  of  the  truth  of  the 
circumftances  they  related.  He  then  read  a  memorial  from  Leeds, 
which  had  been  prefented  to  the  Lords  of  the  Admiralty/ complain- 
ing in  the  moft  fpirited  and  plain  terms  of  the  manner  in  which  their 
trade  had  been  neglefted  for  want  of  fufficient  convoys,  and  cx- 
prcfling  the  moft  alarming  apprehcnfions,  of  the  total  ruin  of  the 
trade,  if  no  better  care  was  taken  in  future  to  protcd  it.  He 
knew  not  for  a  certainty  that  all  thefe  complaints  were  true,  but  he 
verily  believed  them  to  be  fo  ;  if  they  were  not,  this  was  another 
inftance  of  great  ingratitude,  on  the  oart  of  perfons  who  had  re- 
ceived favours  from  the  Adniiralt}'.  ahe  truth,  however,  hc^uft 
again  fay,  he  believed  to  be,  that  they  had  juft  ground  for  their  oonv- 
plaints,  and  that  on  an  inquiry  it  would  appear  that  they  had  not 
been  prote6\ed  by  Government  at  all,  but  on  the  contrarj'',  had  been 
moft  fhamcfully  negledcd,  and  that  Government  had  adled  towards 
them  in  away,  which,  if  the  tranfadion  was  between  a  private  indi- 
vidual and  a  private  individual,  all  chara3er  for  honour  and  worth, 
would  have  been  loft  for  ever.  The  Houfe  ought  to  look  at  the 
probable  efFedl  of  all  this,  and  to  think  of  the  many  hundreds  of 
men  who  would  foon  be  out  of  employment  in  confequence  of  it. 
This  was  a  kind  of  difpute  beti^^en  the  Lords  of  the  Admiralty  and 
the  manufadlurers,  and  it  amounted  to  this,  that  the  manuiadlurers 
had  on  many  inftances  felt  the  rcmilfnefs  and  the  negligence  of  the 
Admiralty  to  be  fo  injurious  to  them  that  the  infurance  of  their  pro- 
perty in  time  of  war  was  not  fo  exhorbitant  tis  the  lofs  would  be 
great  to  them  in  waiting  for  a  convoy.  But  this  negligence,  great 
and  culpable  as  it  was,  yet  was  ftill  made  worfe  on  account  of  the 
treachery  with  wliich  it  was  attended,  for  promifes  had  been  held  out 
which  had  never  been  fubftantiated.  Knowing  this,  he  faid,  he 
could  not  help  admiring  the  ncrvCs  of  thofe  who  ftated  the  manner 
in  which  tiic  whole  of  the  trade  of  this  countr}'  had  received  the  moft 
complete  prote6lion!  He  was  not  ftift'  in  his  ideas  of  the  dignity  of 
ofEce,  and  he  might  perhaps  be  fatisfied  with  plainer  language  of 
complaint  than  fome  ochcrs,  and  might  not  be  difpofed  to  expcd 
high  compliments  on  his  diligence  in  publick  afFairs,  when  men  came 
to  complain  that  their  interefts  were  negkfted;  yet  he  confcffed  if 
he  felt  he  had  not  defervcd  fuch  fevere  reproaches  as  thefc  memorials 
conveyed,  he  fhould  have  inquired  into  thefc  fadls,  inftead  of  paf- 
fing  them  by  in  filence.  He  would  have  f:iid,  "  Gentlemen,  I  am' 
not  to  blame  in  this  bufincfs ;  let  me  explain  thefe  fadls  to  you. 
You  attack  my  diara<5lcr  unjuftly."  That  was  not  all,  for  thefe 
•^"-norials  were  libels.  wjx>n  Government  if  they  were  not  true,  9j4 
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Miniders  fhould  puniHi  die  authors  of  them.     If  they  were  true, 
the  Public  ought  to  know  it^  and  that  could  never  be  the  cafe  unlefs 
that  Houfc  (houlci  order  an  inquiry  into  the  fa£ts.     He  then  entered 
into  another  part  of  the  Mediterranean,  he  meant  the  Levant  trade, 
in  which  he  ftated  many  inftances  of  negleft  of  our  trade.    He  dated 
alfo,  that  four  French  frigates  had  blocked  up  the  Port  of  Smyrna,  in 
which  the  lofs  was  very  great :  to  prove  this,  he  read  a  letter  of  the 
truth  of  which  he  had  no  doubt.     At  Halifax  alfo,  he  faid,  a  (hip 
had  been  detained  for  want  of  proper  afliflance :  it  was  loaded  with 
mafts;  and  he  underltood,  that  the  lofs  on  account  of  that  detention 
was  no  lefs  than  465I.  per  month.    What  then  remained  to  be  con- 
fidcred,  but  the  Home  and  the  Eaft- India  trade.     With  refpe6t  to 
the  Eaft- India  trade,  it  was  well  known  that  was  not  well  prote^ed, 
for  French  frigates  had  done  confiderable  mifchief  to  it;  of  this  too 
he  could  give  evidence  if  the  Houfe  fhould  go  into  a  Committee* 
He  complained  alfo  that  our  home  or  coafting  trade  had  fufiered  ma« 
tcrially  for  want  of  due  attention  to  it,  of  which  there  would  be  evi- 
dence before  a  Committee,  and  he  was  confident  diat  the  obfervation 
of  the  Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer,  that  the  circumfbmce  of  the 
enemy  being  fix  days  mafters  of  the  Channel,  was  not,  under  all 
the  circumilances,  matter  of  inculpation  to  the  Minifter,  would  not 
be  very  fatisfeftory  to  the  Public ;  the  truth  he  believed  to  be  that  the 
captures  made  by  the  French  in  confequence  of  that  circumftance^ 
mig^t  have  been  avoided,  and  was  owing  to  the  negligence  of  MiAi- 
fters.     To  prove  this,  he  read  a  letter  which  had  been  fent  to  him, 
dated  Lloyd*s  CofFee-houfe,  the  4th  of  February^  ftating,  that  pe- 
rufii^  the  debates  on  a  former  occafion,  the  author  of  the  letter  cx- 
preiTed  his  furprife  that  Minifters  did  not  know  of  the  Frencli  fleet, 
for  that  it  was  a  circumftance  well  known,  and  for  fear  that  the  fame 
anfwer  (hould  be  given  to  Mr.  Fox  as  had  been  given  to  Mr.  Sheri- 
dan, that  his  authority  was  anonymous,  the  gentleman  fubfcribed 
his  name  and  the  firm  of  the  Houfe  of  which  he  was  a  partner,  in  the 
City  of  London,  [his  name  Mr.  Fox  read,  but  we  did  not  diftinftly 
hear  itj.    This  was  another  inftance  of  the  negligence  of  Minifiers. 
Indeed,  viewing  the  whole  of  their  conduft,  he  did  not  fee  that  there 
was  any  one  part  of  the  Globe  in  which  there  was  not  matter  of 
complaint ;  and  the  queftion  was  not,  whether  the  Houfe  would 
proceed  to  inquire  into  fads  on  matter  of  fufpicion ;  but  whetlier 
they  would  inftitute  an  inquiry  after  many  points  were  made  out,  and 
which  would  be  fubftantiated  at  the  bar  by  public  documents  of  un- 
qucftionable  authenticity  ?      If  the  inquiry  was  entered  into,  no  evil 
could  poflibly  arife,  but  much  good  miglit.     On  the  contrary,  by 
refufing  the  inquiry  much  evil  might,  fome  muft  neceflfarily  arife. 
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For  in  that  event  we  (hould  lofe  all  that  fpirit  of  policy  which  had 
been  always  held  the  moft  valuable  part  of  the  charader  of  the 
Houie  of  Commons — that  of  inveftigating,  as  reprefentatives  of 
the  people^  the  conduS  of  the  fervants  of  the  executive  power,  to 
whofe  care  the  public  money  was  intnifted,  and,  if  neceffary,  to 
proceed  to  ccnfure.     When  he  faw  much  evil  by  (ilence,  and  a 
g^t  probable  good  on  the  other  hand,  he  could  npt  help  hopii^  the 
Houfe  would  fee  the  neccfllty  of  the  ftep  he  was  now  taking. 
Whatever  ufe  the  Houfe  might  think  they  were  of  to  the  Public  he 
was  fearful  they  would  lofe  the  whole  of  it  in  time,  and  with  it  the 
bcft  part  of  our  conftitution,  if  they  gave  up  their  fpirit  of  inquiTy : 
this  was  applicable  to  our  affairs  in  time  of  peace,  but  ten  times  more 
b  in  time  of  war.     He  compared  the  loifes  which  we  had  already 
fuilained  fince  the  commencement  of  the  war,  which  was  about 
eleven  months,  to  nearly  the  fame  period  of  the  American  war, 
about  the  time  of  1 7  7  8.    In  this  war  we  had  already  loft  as  would 
appear  in  Lloyd's  book  217  (hips.    In  that  of  the  American  war  in 
the  fpace  of  about  a  month  or  fix  weeks  lefs  we  loft  only  129  (hips. 
This  was  a  great  difproportion,  and  certainly  tended  to  place  in  an 
unfavourable  light  the  conduft  of  the  prefent  war.     He  did  not  fey 
it  was  conclufive :  there  might  be  good  reafons  affigned  for  it,  but 
it  was  an  additional  argument  for  the  Houfe  to  entertain  the  inquin', 
and  more  efpecially  if  we  confidered  the  circumftances  of  the  two 
wars.     He  owned  thefe  fadts  furprifed  him,  but  he  owned  alfo  they 
were  capable  of  explanation  to  the  fatisfadion  of  the  Houfe,  and  of 
the  Public,  and  he  was  fure  the  latter  could  never  be  without  an  in- 
quiry.    He  obfervcd  that  the  Dutch  had  not  fuftained  fuch  lofs  in 
tiie  prefent  war  as  we  had.     Whether  their  affairs  were  managed 
better  than  ours,  was  matter  of  opinion,  and  might  depend  on  the 
nature  of  the  campaign,  which,  by  the  w^,  had  been  much  more 
of  a  land  than  a  naval  conteft.     Thefe,  and  other  points  might  be 
fully  difcuflTcd,  if  a  Committee  (hould  be  appointed  to  examine  the 
matter.     He  concluded  with  moving,  **  That  it  be  referred  to  a 
Committee,  to  inquire  into  the  protedtion  given  to  the  trade  of  His 
Majeft)''s  fubjects,  by  convoy  or  otherr^'ife,  during  the  prefent  war." 
Admiral  GARDNER  faid,  it  was  true  that  a  number  of  convojs 
had  been  requeftcd,  and  it  was  alfo  true,  that  a  number  of  appoint- 
ments were  made;  fince  the  beginning  of  this  war  no  lefs  than  76* 
We  (hould  recollect,  at  its  commencement  we  had  but   13,000 
fcamcn,  and  it  was  impofTible,  before  the  force  was  incrcafed,  to  be 
prepared  at  every  point.     The  honourable  gentleman  had  begun  by 
noticing  the  Baltic  trade,  and  on  that  point  he  had  owned  he  was 
roiftakcn.    In  anfwer  he  could  only  fay,  that  convoy  was  appointed 


A.  1794.  D  E  B  A  T  E  S»  ,377 

according  to  requefty  on  November  9th.     The  next  was  the  Canada 
convoy:  he  faid,  the  Andromeda  failed  June  21  ft,  and  arrived  at 
Bioque,  September  i  oxh,  whence  the  commander  difpatched  in- 
telligence to  Quebec^  and  ftaid  feveral  days  after,  during  which  dme 
die  cxprefs  mentioned  by  the  honourable  gendcman,  from  the  Go- 
vcmor  of  Canada  might  have  arrived,  which,  if  it  had  been  re- 
ceived, he  certainly  would  have  complied  with ;  but  underftanding 
they  had  faile4  without  convoy,  he  returned.     In  anfwer  to  what 
had  fitlen  from  the  honourable  gendeman  refpe£ting  the  German 
trade,  he  read  a  letter,  ftadng,  that  in  former  wars  that  trade  was 
fufiered  totally  to  decay,  but  in  the  prefent  it  was  fupported  by  con- 
voy.    This  letter  was  (igned  Robert  Taylor^  whom  the  Admiral 
laid  he  did  not  know,  therefore  it  came  unfolicited.     He  next  ad* 
verted  to  the  Weft  Indies  :  he  obfervcd,  a  Conunander  on  that  fta- 
don  was  in  a  nice  and  difficult  (ituation  ;  requefts  of  protection  were 
condnually  coming  from  all  quarters,  and  no  fooner  did  he  quit  one 
ifiand  for  another,  than  they  were  alarmed,  and  praying  for  fome 
force  to  protedl  them  \  he  remarked,  that  there  could  be  no  danger 
to  die  Weft-India  fleet  in  the  Atlantic,  as  there  were  only  two  fhips 
of  war  belonging  to  the  French  in  thofe  parts,  and  it  was  well  knqBrn 
they  were  employed  in  the  protedion  of  their  own  trade.     He  did 
tKA  conceive  the  detention  of  the  Cork  fleet  for  the  Weft  Indies  was 
of  fuch  importance  as  had  been  fuggefted.     The  inhabitants  might 
very  well  be  fupplied  from  America,  while  their  ports  continued  open. 
To  prove  our  coafting  trade  had  been  well  guarded,  he  enumerated 
Aie  convoys  appointed  by  the  Commanders  at  Portfmouth,  Plymouth, 
Sheemefs,  and  Spithead,  without  orders  from  the  Admiralty  ;  and 
others,  which  they  had  appointed  by  inftru6Uons.     He  faid,  it  fre- 
qucndy  happened  diat  velfcls  were  detained  by  wefterly  winds;  wliich 
blow  three  fourths  of  the  year  in  our  channel,  he  thought  the  fhips 
on  the  coaft  were  proper  and  fufHcient  convoy.     Taking  all  the  cir- 
cumftances  tX3gedier,  he  was  of  opinion,  that  every  convoy,  as  far  as 
the  cafe  would  permit,  had  been  fuificiendy  appointed,  and  with  ^s 
little  delay  as  po0iblc. 

Mr.  Alderman  ANDERSON  faid,  that  he  had  afferted,  when 
this  fubje£t  was  formerly  before  the  Houfe,  that  the  Baltic  trade 
had  been  well  prote£led  during  th^  prefent  war,  and  that  there  was 
nognmnd  on  that  account  to  ccnfure  His  Majefty's  Minifters.  And 
notwidiftanding  all  he  had  heard  that  night  from  the  right  honourable 
gendeman,  (Mr.  Fox,)  he  was  ftill  of  the  fame  opinion,  and  was 
glad  to  hear  him  confcfs  that  he  was  mlftaken  in  tlie  information  he 
l^d  formerly  ftatcd  to  the  Houfc.  The  profits  of  infurance  were 
now  fo  great, .  and  there  were  fo  many  nev^  faces  at;  Lloyd's,  that  one 
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y/fovtH  be  led  to  imagine  that  a  nerv'  fet  of  underwrites  had  been  in- 
troduced.    He  faid  he  could  not  find  that  more  than  two  (hips  had 
been  captured  that  had  failed  under  convoy ;  and  he  believed  the 
number  of  (hips  captured,  that  were  not  under  convoy,  were  grcatif 
lefs  than  the  number  that  had  been  ftated  by  the  right  honourable 
gentleman.     They  were  lefs  than  fixtcen.     But  fuppofii^  they  had 
been  three  times  fixteen  in  number,  if  merchants  would  not  wait 
for  a  convoy,  they  muft  take  the  confcquences,  and  the  Admiralty 
were  not  at  all  to  blame  for  their  raflmefs.     The  report  Aat  1 6  mer- 
chantmen in  the  Baltic  trade  had  been  captured,  originated  with  a 
Dani(h  Captain,  and  (hewed,  that  they  could  tell  (lories  at  Den- 
mark as  well  as  in  London.     The  right  honourable  gentleman's  in- 
formation had  been  totally  erroneous,  with  regard  to  the  Baltic  con- 
voys.*   It  had  been  ftated  on  a  former  night,  that  what  he  had  faid 
on  this  fubjciSl  amounted  to  nothing.    To  that  he  had  only  to  6bfer\'c 
that  fafls  were  fomething,  whfch  eloquence,  however  powerful  it 
might  be,  could  not  contradiA. 

Major  MAITLAND  faid,  before  he  entered  upon  the  prcfent 
queftion,  he  would  fay  a  few  words  on  what  fell  from  the  honourable 
Alderman,  who  fecmcd  to  triumph  in  his  fupcrior  information. 
All  that  had  been  alkcd  of  him  on  a  former  night  was  to  anfwcr  a 
fimple  queftion  in  an  explicit  manner,,  which  he  would  not  do.  Orr 
the  fubjefl  of  the  Quebec  convov^s  he  condemned  the  Admiralty, 
not  only  for  not  granting  fufficicnt  convoys,  but  for  psomifing  what 
they  did  not  grant,,  and  having  broken  tlieir  words  to  the  merchants. 
The  convoy  under  Admiral  King  had  been  mentioned  ;  his  name 
furely  would  carry  rcfpeft  in  that  Houfe,  but  he  happcrwd  to  be  in 
town  at  the  time,  and  that  fleet  failed  under  convoy  of  a  finglcdoop, 
(the  Druid,)  and  after  waiting  fo  long  tliat  they  could  not  readi  in 
time  for  the  Indian  market.  As  to  die  homeward  bound  fleet  there 
was  fo  great  and  ^flcntial  a  difference  between  the  ftatcincnts  and  au- 
thorities on  each  fide  of  the  Houfe,  as  of  itfclf  pointed  out  the  necef- 
fity  for  an  inquiry  to  come  at  tl\e  truth.  If  at  the  commencement 
of  a  war  a  greater  convoy  was  not  ncccffary,  who  promifed,  or  why 
promife  at  all  to  convoy  thcin  r  and  when  at  Gibraltar,  tell  them, 
here  you  muft  remain,  we  can  give  you  no  farther  proteclion.  He 
ftated  upon  the  authority  of  the  Jixetcr  merchants,  that  the  delay  of 
tl\eir  (hips  failing  was  occafioned  by  die  embargo  laid  by  Government 
upon  all  (hips  at  diat  time  ;  and  then  M-hat  happened  rcfpefling  ,thc 
firft  and  fecond  convoy  at  Falmouth,  was  entirely  owing  to  Govern- 
ment, and  not  to  th*;  merchants,  who  had  fufl^ered  a  very  heavy 
lofs.  With  regard  to  the  firft  Jamaica  convoy,  it  wns  univcrfallj 
Allowed  that  fo  fmall  a  force  was  never  cmploj'cd  to  ccnvcy  fo  great 
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in  amount  in  value  ;  and  as  to  the  Admiralty  never  having  heard 
of  any  application  on  that  fubjedt,  he  was  indeed  very  much  fur^ 
prifed  to  hear  that  circumftance  dated  ;  for  certainly  they  muft  have 
entirely  forgotten  the  application  of  Mr.  Hcbert,  by  defire  of  tlie 
Weft  India  merchants,  dated  9th  of  Auguft,  given  in  a  note  to  Mr. 
Stephens,  which  Major  Maitland  read.     He  liko^lfc  read  an  adver- 
tifement  in  the  Jamaica  paper,  ftating  the  inadequacy,  of  that  con- 
voy.    The  next  convoy,  which  was  for  a  fleet  of  much  lefs  value, 
was  confiderably  greater  ;  which  proved  that  the  honourable  Admi- 
ral was  convinced  of  the  inadequacy  of  the  firft.     He  likewife  con- 
tended that  the  ifland  of  Jamaica  was  not  fufEciently  protefted  at  that 
very  time,   particularly  as .  no  protection  could  be  afforded  on  the 
coaft  of  America,  which  was  then  entirely  commanded  by  French 
men  of  war.     He  affured  the  oppofite  fide  of  the  Houfe,  that  his 
hone  arable  friend  who  had  mentioned  the  unprotc<Jted  ftate  or  Hali- 
fax, though  in  the  Houfe  that  night,  was  not  well  enough  to  bring 
forward  what  he  had  to  fay  on  tliat  fubjedt,  yet  he  would  certainly 
take  an  opportunity  to  do  fo.      He  Ihtcd  that  a  large  fhip  laden  with 
mafts  had  been  blocked  up  there  for  fix  months,   and  the  demurrage 
payable  by  contrad  with  Government,  already  amounted  to  3000I. 
if  any  one  doubted  it,  the  contract  was  in  his  pocket.     He  likewife 
mentioned  that  two  regiments,  the  6di  and  65th,  had  been  ordered 
fifom  New  Brunfwick  to  the  Weft  Indies  :  there  were  no  fhips  to 
cany  them,  and  Government  was  obliged  to  charter  fome  that  were 
not  launched,  were  obliged  to  cngngc  them  for  fix  months  certain, 
and  pay  1,3001.  before  they  failed.     All  this  proved  an  equal  nc- 
glcft  as  to  the  expenditure  pf  money,  and  the  protcftion  of  trade. 
Thefe  regiments  were  fo  long  detained,  that  they  arrived  during  the 
rainy  feafon,  and  fuffcred  very  confidcrrcbly.     He  concluded  from 
all  that  had  appeared  they  ought  to  deliberate  before  .they  came  to  a 
final  decifion  that  night,  for  though  jealoufy  was  proper  at  all  times, 
it  became  fo  more  particularly  the  more  tliat  inquiry  was  attempted  to 
be  quafhed  on  fuch  important  fubjc6ls. 

Mr.  Alderman  CURTIS  rofe,  and  find  that  he  was  an::icus 
deliver  his  fentimcnts  upon  the  fubjed.  When  the  right  honour- 
able gentleman  (Mr.  Fox)  had  made  the  affertion  on  a  former' occa- 
fion,  he  was  inclined  to  believe  that  he  was  right.  He  had  fince 
made  particular  inquiry,  and  found  that  130  fhips  had  failed  under 
the  convoy  of  the  Thames  frigate,  two  of  which  had  been  captured, 
but  fubfequent  to  the  tirnc  that  they  had  parted  from  their  convoy. 
But  no  blame  could  poflibly  be  imputed  to  the  Admiralty  in  cci"ife- 
queoce  of  this. 

3C2 
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It  (hould  be  recoIIcAed,  that  the  naval  eilablUhment  of  laft  year 
amounted  only  to  a  comparatively  fmall  number  of  men  And  what 
was  done  ?  Why,  our  trade  had  been  protected,  and  the  feas  moft  ef- 
fedhially  cleared  of  the  enemy's  cruixers.  To  be  furc,  more  con- 
voys could  be  appointed^  when  the  naval  eftablifhment  amounted  to 
75,000  men.  In  regard  to  the  Weft-India  trade^  every  (hip  front 
that  quarter  had  arrived  fafe,  and  not  a  fingle  (hip  had  been  cap- 
tured while  under  convoy.  All  the  merchants  were  perfe6Uy  fiitis- 
ficd  with  the  protedion  that  had  been  aftbrded  our  tradci  and  were 
content  to  bear  the  rifk  at  a  very  inconiiderable  premium. 

Mr.  D.  SCOTT  faid  he  was  in  poffeflion  of  feds  fo  ctmtrary  to 
thofe  that  had  been  brought  forward  by  the  right  honourable  gentle- 
man (Mr.  Fox,)  that  they  ncceflarily  led  to  a  condufion  totally  dif- 
ferent. The  feiSts  he  alluded  to  he  had  found  in  Lloyd's  cofice- 
houfe.  He  faid  he  did  not  mean  to  ftate  thofe  h&s  at  large,  but 
Ihould  confine  himfclf  to  Jamaica.  It  appeared  from  the  books  at 
Lloyd's  that  the  premium  in  former  wars  from  London  to  Jamaica 
was  25L  per  cent,  without  convoys,  and  1 2  guineas  per  cent,  with 
convoys.  In  the  prefent  year,  1 794>  the  infurance  from  London 
to  Jamaica  with  convoys  was  only  8  guineas  per  cent,  fo  that  the 
infurance  during  the  prefent  war  was  only  about  two-thirds  of  what 
it  was  in  former  ^-ars.  There  was  another  very  curious  fe6t  on  this 
fubje(£t,  which  was,  that  the  premium  without  convoy's  during  the 
prefent  war  was  lower  than  ever  it  had  been  in*any  former  war.  And 
he  contended  that  the  premium  for  infurance  was  the  true  criterion 
by  which  we  could  conclude  that  our  trade  was  better  pioteded  in 
Ac  prefent,  than  it  had  been  in  any  former  war. 

Mr.  PYBUS  obferved,  that  the  mode  in  which  the  right  ho- 
nourable gentleman  (Mr.  Fox)  had  chofen  to  treat  this  fubjet^,  was 
better  pilculafed  to  confound  and  perplex,  than  to  convey  to  thofe 
who  heard  him  any  clear  and  diftinA  ideas  on  the  fubjed.  He  con- 
ceived the  purpofe  of  real  information  would  have  been  much  better 
atiained,  bad  he  given  previous  intimation  of  thofe  points  on  which 
he  meant  to  infift  ;  inftead  of  that,  the  right  honourable  gentleman 
had  taken  in  fuch  a  range,  that  it  was  utterly  im'poffible  that  any 
human  memory  could  rccoHcft  all  the  particulars.  He  faid,  he 
(hould  {^iUfy  himfelf  with  fiatingthe  general  gmunds,  on  which  he 
thought  that  no  blame  could  be  imputed  to  the  Admiralty  on  the 
fubjedl  of  convoys.  He  (hould  (hew  tjiey  had  been  guilty  of  no 
mifconduA,  and  that  confcquendy  there  was  no  ground  of  inquiiy. 
It  had  been  alledged  that  convoys  had  been  refufed  where  they  ought 
to  have  been  granted,  and  where  they  had  been  granted,  they  were 
found  infuihcient  for  their  objedt  ^  or  that  they  bad  been  wilfully 
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and  wantonly  detained.     That  in  a  multitude  of  inftancesy  convoys 
had  been  applied  for,  and  refufed,  he  was  perfcAly  ready  to  admit. 
And  Ac  Admiralty  could  not  poflibly  comply  with  all  their  requefts 
from  an  abfolute  deficiency  of  means.     The  Admiralty  could  have 
no  intcreft  in  withholding  a  convoy.     It  muft  be  their  interift  to 
grant  that,  for  the  widiholding  of  which  they  muft  be  liable  to  cen* 
furc  and  punifliment.    What  could  be  inferred  from  the  Admiralty 
not  granting  convoj's  in  all  cafes  ?     Not  that  the/' were  culpable, 
butdire<5Uy  the  revcrfe.     They  had  the  beft  means  of  judging  upon 
the  whole  where  it  was  moft  proper  to  fend  convoys,  where  they 
could  bcft  be  fpared,  and  where  they  were  moft  neceffary.     It  was 
die  indiipenfable  duty  of  the  Admiralty  fo  to  divide  and  allot  the 
convoys  as  was  moft  confiftent  with  the  fafety  of  the  whole. 
'  That  the  convoys  that  were  adually  granted  were  infufficient, 
muft  appear  cither  from  the  teftimony  of  pcrfons  convcrfant  in  the 
tiadc,  and   who  had  the  greateft  intereft   in  its  fecurity  and  pro- 
tc6Kon  ;  from  the  great  body  of  the  merchants  of  this  kingdom  ;  or 
they  muft  judge  from  events  alone  that  fuch  negle^  were  notorious* 
Panicular  remonftrances,  he  admitted,  had  been   made,  but  they 
had  received  voluntary  and  unequivocal  teftimony  of  the  merchants 
having  been  completely  fatisfied  with  the  arrangements  that  had  been 
made.     In  that  Houfe,  the 'mercantile  intereft  had,  what  it  juftly 
oug^t  to  have — z  great  fway.     The  Admiralty  had  received  the  tef- 
timony and  approbation  of  a  number  of  opulent  and  refpeftable  in- 
dividuals, which  was  to  be  fet  againft  the  folitary  difcontent  of  one 
honourable  gentleman  then  oppofite  to  him ;  and  great  as  that  right 
honourable  gentleman's  talents  were,  he  had  undertaken  a  talk  to 
vhich  he  was  not  equal.     That  honourable  gentleman,  with  all  his 
eloquence,  would  not  find  it  eafy  to  convince  the  underwriters  of  the 
city  of  London,  that  by  the  prcfcnt  rate  of  infurance  they  were  not 
driving  a  very  profitable  trade.     Was  it  neceffary  for  the  right  ho- 
iK)urable  gentleman  to  come  forward  with  his  motion,  in  order  to 
<Jpcn  the  eyes  of  the  commercial  world  on  the  fubjed  ?     Was  it  ne- 
ceffary for  him  to  convince  them  that  all  was  delufion,  and  that 
they  muft  not  truft  the  evidence  of  their  own  fenfes,  nor  the  profits 
of  their  own  pockets  ?  That  talk  would  be  too  difficult  for  any  man, 
whatever  might  be  his  talents  or  eloquence.     The  approbation  of 
*e  great  mercantile  body  of  tMs  country,  capable  of  forming  a  judge- 
nicnt,  was  decidedly  in  favour  of  the  Admiralty.     And  he  faid,  he 
had  the  greateft  fadsfaftion  in  ftating,  that  through  the  whole  courfc 
of  the  war,  there  was  not  a  fingle  inftance  to  be  found  of  a  (hip  mif- 
fing, that  was  under  convoy.     In  his  opinion,  therefore,  there  was 
no  pound  whatever  for  prefuming  blame  on  the  Admiralty  ;  but  as 
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he  was  one  of  that  Boaid,  he  could  feel  no  peiibml  motive  to  avoid 
sui  inquiiy,  becaufe  he  was  convinced  that  the  approbation  of  the 
inercantUe  body  of  this  country  which  he  had  dated,  had  attended  the 
arrangements  of  the  Board.  He  truftcd  the  Houfe  would  never  go 
intOHm  inquiry  without  fufficient  grounds,  but  if  they  (hould,  he  W2l$ 
ready  to  meet  it  with  the  greateft  chearfulnefs. 

Mr.  VAUGHAN  being  fo  particularly  alluded  to,  thought  it  nc- 
ceflary  to  fay  a  few  words,  and  i^ate  evidence  in  fupport  of  what  he 
had  formerly  laid.     As  to  what  had  been  laid  fo  much  (breis  upon  by 
different  gmlemen,  the  dif&rence  of  the  premium  this  war  firom  Lift, 
it  had  been  very  unfairly  Oadsd,  becaufe  the  circumftances  were  oom- 
pletely  different.     In  this  war,  we  have  only  France  to  contend 
with :  in  the  laft,  we  had  France,  Spain,  and  Holland  againil  us, 
beiides  an  armed  neutrality ;  and  would  any  man  fay,  confidering  too 
the  prefent  (bite  of  the  French  navy,  that  the  ri/k  was  the  fame  now, 
or  that  it  was  fair  to.  (late  the  prefent  premium  as  a  proof  of  the  care 
and  protection  which  the  Adnuralty  had  given  to  our  convoys  ?    In 
this  opinion  he  was  not  fb  folitaiy  in  his  opinion  as  the  honounibk: 
-gentleman  imagined,  particularly  with  regard  to  the  protedUoii  of  the 
Jamacia  fleet.     In  the  prefent  cafe,  J^nacia  was  not  indebted  to  tliis 
councry  for  early  intelligence  of  the  war,  for  the  iirft  information  they 
had,  was,  f^m  our  enemies  at  Hifpaniola.    He  made  fome  remarks 
on  fumi(hing  convoys  from  a  reduced  peace  efhbliihroent ;  he  like- 
wife  thought,  that  two  Une,^f  battle  (hips  .wen:  not  fogood  a  convoy 
as  one  large  (hip  and  feversl  fmallcr  ones,  and  he  wifhed  that  it  nu^t 
exf^ain  what  was  the  nature  of^hat  rule,  which  he  underftood  exified, 
by  which  an  Admiral  was  prevented  from  joining  a  convoy,  even  if 
it  was  in  his  way  to  do  fo.     He  thought  the  iirft  Jamacia  fleet  had 
been  (hamefully  negle<5led^  and  dated  the  lots  that  had  occurred  from 
thedetention  of  the  rums  and  fugars  for  want  of  convoy.     The  pro- 
per ftation  for  the  Channel  fleet,  when  it  was  meant  to  proted  our 
homeward-bound  trade,  had  generally  been  reckoned  to  cniife  c^ 
Bref^  harbour,  becaufe  blocking  up  the  enemy  in  port  was  better  than 
Icltii^  them  out,  a^id  trading  to  prevent  them  from  falling  in  wiih 
our  fleets.     On  the  fubjefi  of  convoys  in  general,  he  difapprovcd 
of  arguing  from  precedents ;  he  was  of  opinbn,  that  the  coaft  of 
America  had  been  overlooked,  and  from  the  general  conduit  of  the 
appointment  of  convoys  fince  die  commencenvent  of  the  war,  that  an 
inquiry  WaB  proper  and  neceffaiy. 

Mr.  GREY  faid,  he  was  at  a  lofs  how  to  take  up  the  qucfBon, 

when,  at  fo  late  a  ftage  of  the  debate,  no  one  objeiflioh  had  yet  been 

offered  agatnd  going  into  the  Committee'  propded  by  the  motion. 

•  ^  honourable  gendcman  who  fpokc  laft  but  one  cxpfeffed  a  wifh  t* 


A.  17^  DEBATES.  ^8j 

* 

avoid  taking  notice  of  all  particidar  complaints  and  defiuls  of  what 
had  been  fuiiered  from  the  want  (rf*  proper  attention  at  the  Admiralty 
to  convoys^ ;  afid  liKMight  arguing  the  qiieftion  upon  general  grounds 
was  fufficient  to  prevent  inquiry,  not^thlbmding  the  many  hAs  that 
bad  been  adduced.     So  confcious  did  he  feem  of  deferving  general 
applaufey  that  he  faid  the  Admiralty  had  received  diat  applauTe  wvdi 
one  folitary  exception.     If  fo,  it  might  have  been  as  well  diat  dio 
honourable  gentleman  had  produced  fome  teffimonials  of  that  dp* 
piaufe ;  but  that  he  had  not  done,  farther  than  by  complimendng- 
fome  opulent  gentlemen  who  were  inbufinefs  and  (v^forttd  Mm  on- 
the  prdTent  queftton,  duxigh  all  which  that  fupport  amounted  towas- 
mcrcly  matter  of  opinion,  fudi  as  an  honourable  Alderman  had  given 
rcfjpedting  hb  limited  connedHon  with  the  Baltic  trade ;  and  what 
fen  of  general  applaufe  was  this  that  the  honourable  gentleman- 
boafled  of  ?  Another  honourable  Alderman  had  agreed  as  to  the 
Baltic  trade ;  but  what  did  he  fay  about  other  trades  ?  WI7,  that 
he  thou^t  tfie  protefiion  had  not  been  fo  great  as  he  could  have 
wifhcd  it,  and  hoped  it  would  be  greater  next  yesLV.     He  followed 
Mr.  Vaughan,  in  arguing  the  difference  of  circumftances  between 
Ms  and  fMtner  wars  as  far  as  they  affeded  the  premium  of  infurance* 
He  deprecated  the  argument  ufed  by  the  honourable  gentleman,  that 
before  inquiry  was  ncceflary,  wc  fhuft  convince  merchants  artd  under- 
writers diat  they  were  lofers.   He  would  allow  no  fuch  ground  of  ar- 
gument.   Succcfs  might  be  the  efFeil  of  gdbd  fortune,  but  certainl^r 
tould  not  be  fet  up  as  a  juftification  of  any  neglefl.     He  argued  with 
great  force  on  the  ncglcd  refpcdKngthe  Quebec  fleet,  fromdocumcints 
feom  a  converfation  early  laft  year,  between  Mr.  Pitt  and  the  Ca- 
nada merchants.    He  then  came  to  the  Jamacia  fleet,  which  fubjeS 
he  dated  with  great  cleamefs  and  ability,  as  pointing  out  the  greatcft 
ncglcft  on  the  part  of  the  Admiralty.     In  the  fame  manner  he 
treated  the  Mediterranean  convoys,  and  both  on  general  grounds; 
particular  and  minute  details,  and  dire<Sl  initances,  {hewed  that  the 
I    protedKon  to  the  trade  had  not  been  adequate.     He  flated  one  cir- 
cumftance  that  had  not  been  mentioned  before,  refpedling  the  fleet 
from  Oporto,  with  20,000  pipes  of  wine  on  board,  to  protedl  which; 
only  one  floop  (the  Flora),  had  been  fent ;  and  fo  infufficient  did 
Ae  merchants  rcdcon  that  convoy  that  they  would  not  truft  their 
fleet  with  it.     He.  defended  Mr.  Fox's  conduct  in  coming  forward 
to  date  that  he  had  been  mifinformcd  refpefting  the  Baltic  fleet,  as 
'i^ghly  honourable  and  manly,  confifl:en^  with  the  candour  of  his  cha- 
^c\er ;  but  that  admiflTion  was  no  proof  that  the  trade  had  fufiercd 
W)  greater  lofs  than  was  ftated,  or  that  the  Admiralty  had  done  their 
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from  refpedable  (hip  owners  at  Shieldsi  that  the  prote£Koii  of  the 
trade  on  that  coaft  was  not  what  it  had  been  in  former  wars,  as  an 
honourable  gentleman  affirmed  in  a  former  debate.     He  concluded 
by  prefling  the  Houfe  to  go  into  fo  proper  an  inq^uiry. 
.    Mr.  BRANDLING  faicd  that  however  fome  gentlemen  nru^it 
^leak'with  great  facility  in  that  Houfe,  he  always  felt  a  great  repug- 
nance in  venturing  to  engrofs  Its  attention:  upon  the  prefent  occa- 
fion,  however,  he  was  in  a  manner  compelled  to  fay  a  few  words. 
Since  diis  fubje£t  had  been  difcuifed  before,  he  found  that  a  gentle- 
man in  that  Houfe,  and  a  Member  for  a  place  in  the  North  of  Elng- 
land,  had  written  down  to  his  conlKtuents,  to  inquire  whether 
Cfaey  had  any  grounds  of  complaint  againft  the  Admiralty  fbr  want 
of  convoys :  he  would  not  mention  the  gentleman's  name  to  whom 
he  alluded,  unlefs  he  had  particular  permiiTion  fo  to  do.     [Mr* 
Grey  (aid,  he  might  mention  the  name.]-—Mr.  Brandling  then 
fidd,  he  had  received  two  letters  from  Shields  and  NewcaiUe,   one 
of  which  fhted,  that  Mr.  Grey  had  written  down  to  fome  peribns  in 
Newcsaflle,  to  know  whether  they  had  any  ground  of  ccmplaint  fbr 
¥rfmt  of  convoys :  *  his  letter  then  went  on  to  fhite,  that  a  meeting 
of  fhip-owncrs  and  merchants  was  held  in  confequenceof  Mr.  Grey's 
letter,  and  a  paper  was  (igned  by  fourteen  of  them,  cenfuiing  die 
eonduA  of  <hjp  Admiralty  for  their  want  of  attention  to  convoys : 
and  at  the  fame  time  he  wifhed  to  fbte,  that  another  body  of  fix- 
teen  ihip-owners  and  merchants  (igned  another  paper,  in  which 
they  dedared  themfelvcs  perfedtly  fatisfied  with  the  proteSion  which 
had  been  granted  to  their  trade.     If,  then,  the  honourable  gende* 
man  (Mr.  Grey)  relied  much  upon  the  opinion  of  thofe  perfons 
who  had  cenfured  the  Admiralty,  he  had  an  equal  right  to  rely 
upon  the  fentiments  expreffcd  by  thofe  who  had»   unfolicited  by 
him,  voluntarily  come  forward  to  give  their  teftimony  in  fsvour  of 
Government.     The  Houfe,  before  diey  determined  to  which  they 
would  give  the  preference,    would  confidcr  a  few  fz&s :  In  the 
courfe  of  the  lafl  war,  there  were  three  (hips  of  war  fbtioned  off 
NewcaAle,  for  the  purpofe  of  protefting  the  trade ;  it  was  thought 
by  many  that  this  was  an  unneceiTary  expenditure  of  the  public  mo- 
ney, becaufe  it  happened  very  frequently  that  thofe  (hips  were  in 
port>  and  becaufe  they  thought  the  trade  could  be  better  protected 
by  vefTels  cruizing  along  the  coaft.     In  forming  a  judgement  upon 
this  fubjcft,  another  point  was  neccfTary  to  be  recollected,  that 
above  two  hundred  and  fifty  veffcls  were  conftantly  going  between 
Newcaftle  and  London ;  that  there  were  feveral  cruizers  fiat'o  :l  J 
upon  that  coaft,  Who  protcftcd  tlie  trade  fo  efFcdiually  that  not  one   1 

had  been  taken  lince  tlic  commencemcmcoi  of  ( 
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the  war.  Mr.  Brandling  concluded  with  a  very  high  culogium 
upon  t^^e  prefcnt  Adminiftration,  and  cxprcffing  a  hope  that  God 
Almighty  would  continue  to  this  country  her  happy  Conftitution  to 
the  end  of  time. 

Mr.  GREY,  in  explanation,  admitted  that  he  had  written  down 
to  the  North,  to  make  inquiries  into  the  proteftio;i  which  they  had 
received  for  tlieir  trade ;  but  he  had  particularly  defired  that  they 
ftiould  not  fend  him  any  information,  the  authenticity  of  which  was 
not  fully  afcertained  ;  and  alfo  demanding  permiflion  to  ufe  the 
names  of  the  pcrfons  fending  him  that  information. 

Mr.    Chancellor  PITT. — ^Thc   honourable  gentlemen,    who 
have  fupportcd  the  motion  for  an  inquiry,    have  referred,    as  the 
j^Tounds  for  fuch  a  meafure,  to  certain  inftances  of  what  they  be- 
lieved to  be  error  and  mifcondudt,  and  which  tliey  endeavoured  to 
prove  from  the  authorities  they  produced,  to  have  been  attended 
with  inconvenience  artd   lofs.     One  honourable  gentleman  ftated, 
that  he,  conceived  that  the  cKiftence  of  any  particular  grievance  fur- 
nifhcd  a  fufficient  ground  for  enquiry.     They  have  not  at  all  at- 
tempted to  argue  the  propriety  or  expediency  of  an  inquiry  upon 
general  principle,  but  have  entirely  refted  Uie  queftion  upon  thofe 
allegations)  which  they  have  thought  proper  to  bring  forward  in 
the  courfe  of  the   difcuflion.     But  though  I  will  not  deny  that 
every  allegation  of  mifcondudt  deferves  to  be  attended  to,  fo  far  as 
it  is  fuj^xated  by  proof,  and  that  every  inftance  of  grievance  is 
entitled  to  its  own  particular  weight,  yet  I  muft  contend  that  they 
totally  mifconceive  a  queftion  of  this  fort,  who  think  that  it  ought 
to  be  aigucd  upon  the  ground  of  particular  inftances,    and  not 
of  general    principles,    and   that    diey    have    fufficiently  laid    a 
foundation  fqr  inquiry,  by  bringing  forward  charges  of  mifconduft, 
^hilc  they  have  entirely  left  out  of  their  view  the  great  confidera- 
tions  of  prudence  and  policy.     •  No  inquiry,  I  ^fiirm,  ought  to 
take  place  in  any  inftance  without  fome  ftrong  ground  of  prefump- 
tion ;  more  particularly  fuch  as  are  connected  with  details  of  the 
operations  of  Government  in  time  of  war.    Except  it  can  be  (hewn 
that  on  the  part  of  Government  there  is  fome  palpable  inftance  of 
!\cgled\,  guilt,  or  incapacity,  it  is  certainly  neither  wife  nor  po- 
litic to  hazard  the  many  inconveniences  which  may  refult  from 
^uch  an  inquiry.     In  the  prcfent  cafe,    I  contend  that  there  has 
not  only  no  prefumption  of  tliis  kind  been  brought  forward  ;    but 
^Ittt  there  is  a  ftrong  prefumption  of  the  contrary;  and  that  fo  far 
from  dicre  being  any  room  for  complaint  or  accufation,  it  will  ap- 
pear from  a  ftatement  of  the  whole  fofts,  that  there  exifts  no  ground 
fo  murmur  or  difcontent.     The  protedtion  of  our  commerce,  it 
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mull  be  granted,   has,  upon  the  whole,   been  fucccfsful.      And, 
though  I  do  not  fay  that  fuccefs  in  every  inftance  excludes  error  or 
mifconduft,  yet  (till  I  affirm  that  it  furnifhes  one  ground  for  not 
going  into  an  inquiry.       If  that  fuccefs  has  exiftcd  to  a  great  de- 
gree, it  is  a  ftrong  prcfumption  that  there  has  at  leaft  been  no  grcfs 
mifm^nagement.      An  honourable  gentleman  has  feemed  to  think 
the  opinion  of  refpedlable  mercantile  charaders  m   this    Houfe, 
with  refpeft  to  the  protection  granted  to  our  commerce,  as  entitled 
but  to  little  weight.      In  order  to  detraft  from  their  approbation  he 
afks  if  that  applaufe  has  been  general  ?   Is  it  not.  contended  that  the 
applaufe  has  been  general  in  this  war,  nor  will  it,  probably,   ever 
be  in  any  other  war,   with  refped  to  any  meafure  of  Government. 
But,    from  the  opinions  delivered  by  refpedable  Gentlemen  here, 
and  from  the  fentiments  known  to  be  entertained  by  the  great  mer- 
cantile body  out  of  doors,  it  may  at  leaft  be  inferred,  that  there 
prevails  a  very  confiderablc  degree  of  fatisfadicn  en  the  fubjc<3  of 
the  proteflion  granted  to  commerce.     As  a  proof  of  the  deficiency 
of  this  proteflion,    the  honourable  gentleman  who  made  the  mo- 
tion has  ftated,    tliat  fince  the   commencement  of  the  war,  two 
hundred  and  feyenteen  veffels  have  been  captured.   I  derive  my  in- 
formation from,    I  believe,   much  the  fame  fources ;    and  am  told 
that  tlieir  number  amounts  to  a  few  more  than  he  has  calculated— 
namely  about  two  hundred  and  thirty-fix.      But  will  gentlemen, 
upon  a  view  of  all  circumftanccs,  confider   this  as  a  very  great 
number  in  the  firft  year  of  a  war  ?   Do  they  recoUccSl  even  the  ini- 
m,enfe  number  of  colliers  employed  on  our.coaftsr   Do  they  take 
into  their  view  the  extent  of  our  foreign  trade,  and  the  multiplicity 
of  veffels  required  for  carrjing  it  on  in  all  quarters  r   Inftead  of  2 1 7, 
or  ^36,  it  would  not  have  been  matter  of  furprize,  if  even  a  much 
larger  number  of  our  veffels  had  fallen  into  the  hands  of  the  enemy. 
Expofed  as  we  were  to  particular  lofs  in  confequence  of  our  ex- 
tended commerce,  it  will  appear  that  we  fuffered  much  lefs  than 
might  have  been  expected.      We  took  from  the  French  almoft  an 
equal  number,  not  lefs  than  233  veffels.     The  protedlion  granted 
to  our  commerce  will  appear  the  more  extraordinary,  that,   at  the 
fame  time,  we  were  fitting  out  three  fleets  for  verj'  different  pur- 
pofes  ;   tlie   Channel  fleet,  the  Mediterranean  fleet,  and  the  fleet 
for  the  Weft  Indies.     Whilft  we  were  enabled  to  meet  the  force 
of  the  enemy,  and  to  take  fo  large  a  number  of  their  (hips,  wc 
^were  carrying  on  an  extenfive  commerce  ;  and,  it  is  to  be  rccol- 
lefted,  that  the  enemy  employed  their  naval  force  in  fuch  a  manner 
as  to  capture  as  many  of  our  merchantmen  -as  poffible,    and  care- 
fully avoided  every  encounter  with  our  fleets.     But,  it  is  hardly 
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pofliblc  to  have  a  better  teft  of  the  protedion  granted  to  our  com- 
inerce,  than  what  an  honourable  gentleman  on  this  fide  of  the  Houfc 
has  brought  forWard, — the  rate  of  infurance  fince  the  commence- 
ment of  the  war.  It  has  been  very  well  remarked,  that,  in  poli- 
tical queftions  where  men  are  influenced  by  paflion  and  by  party- 
prejudice^  the  authority  of  particular  details  is  very  uncertain  :  In 
fudi  cafeSy  ftatemcnts  of  fafts  are  very  apt  to  take  their  complexion 
from  the  partialities  or  avcrfions  of  thofe  by  whom  they  are  brought 
forward.  But,  of  the  proteftion  afforded  to  commerce  there  can- 
not be  a  more  infallible. teft,  than  die  opinion  of  underwriters,  who 
arc  not  apt  to  be  mifled  on  a  fubjedl  in  which  they  are  fo  much  in- 
terefted,  and  who  can  only  be  induced  to  judge  favourably  from  the 
criterion  of  their  own  private  advantage.  From  a  comparifonof  the 
rates  of  infurance  with  thofe  in  former  wars,  it  appears  how  greatly  / 
the  ftatemcnt  is  in  favour  of  the  protedtion  granted  to  commerce  in 
the  prefent  period.  But,  in  oppofition  to  this,  it  has  been  urged, 
that,  in  former  wars,  we  had  to  contend  not  only  with  France,  but 
with  other  great  maritime  powers.  Thefe  powers,  however,  wc 
had  to  contend  with,  not  all  at  once,  but  fucceffively  ;  and,  at  pre- 
fent, the  rates  of  infurance  did  not  amount  to  above  one  half  or  one 
third  pf  the  rates  in  former  wars,  fo  that  the  diminution  in  them 
was  at  leaft  in  proportion  to  the  rcduftion  of  the  naval  Tx)wcr  with 
which  we  had  to  contend.  There  were  other  circumftanccs  which 
claimed  attention  :  the  rates  of  infurance  have  been  dccrcafing  ever 
fince  the  commencement  of  the  war ;  which  proves  that  things 
have  turned  out  more  favourably  than,  in  the  firft  moment  of  the 
conteft,  was  cxpeftcd.  We,  for  fome  time,  laboured  under  tlic 
difadvantage  of  a  diminifhed  peace  eftablifliment.  As  our  force 
has  increafed,  a  proportionate  increafe  of  protedlion  has  been 
granted  to  commerce.  The  rates  of  infurance  clearly  fliew  that 
the  proteflion  already  granted,  has  been  fuch  as  to  infpirc  monied 
men  with  confidence,  and  afford  them  a  reafonable  affurance  for 
the  future  fecurity  of  our  trade.  Thus,  as  far  as  we  may  argue 
from  general  prefumptions,  it  appears  d)at  an  adequate  protedlion 
has  been  given  to  commerce ;  and  that  there  is  no  fuflicient  ground 
for  the  inquiry  that  has  been  moved.  Yet,  in  all  thefe  circum- 
ftanccs, I  will  not  contend  that  there  may  not  be  a  pofTibility  of 
inftances  of  grofs  mifmanagement,  which,  however,  I  have  found 
not  to  be  very  probable.  And,  if  it  fhall  be  proved  that  inftances 
of  grofs  mifmanagement  have  taken  place,  I  will  not  deny  that  it 
is  fit  that  fome  inquiry  fliould  be  mad«  ;  no  fuch  inftances,  how- 
ever, have  yet  been  proved. 
The  honourable  gentleman  who  made  the  motion  has  indeed  af* 
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felted  that  this  fame  grofs  mifmanagement  has  exifted  in  evciy  quar- 
ter ;  but  I  will  contend  that  the  great  degree  of  fucccfe  which    has 
been  experienced,  and  which  has  not  been  attempted  to  be  difprov- 
ed,  could  not  confift  with  that  grofs  mifmanagement  which  has  been 
alledged  ;  more  particularly,  with  refpeft  to  the  piotedion  of  com- 
merce in  the  firft  year  of  a  war,  in  which  we  are  compelled  to  fetout  in 
circumilances  of  peculiar  difadvantage,  and  with  a  force  exceedingly 
inadequatCi  The  honourable  gentleman  has  indeed  fpread  out  the  idea 
of  grofs  mifmanagement,  and  applied  the  fame  epithet  to  every  cafe  in 
which  the  protcdion  of  commerce  has  been  concerned:  but,  ftrip  what 
he  has  fald  of  exaggeration,  and,  if.  he  can  produce  one  capital  error, 
one  inftancc  of  glaring  ir.IfLondudl,  or  criminal  n^left,  I  will  then 
grant,  what  at  prefent  I  cannot  admit,  that  he  has  e(labli(hed  a  proper 
ground  for  inquiry.    Bat,  if  it  can  be  proved  tliat,  upon  the  whole,  a 
confiderable  protcftion  has  been  granted  to  trade,  even  though  in  fbme 
particular  inilanccs  there  may  be  found  a  deficiency,  there  can  be  no 
room  for  cenfure.     If  it  can  be  proved  that  the  protection  has  been 
adequately  proportioned,  and  as  great  as  the  force  to  be  difpofed  of 
would  admit,  it  can  be  no  ground  of  blame  that  it  was  not  fo  com- 
plete as  in  a  more  advanced  ftage  of  preparation.     Tlic  only  two  cir- 
cumdanccs  upon  which  cenfure  can  be  called  for,  are,  either  that  the 
force  was  not  properly  diftributed  in  proportion  to  the  value  of  the 
objeft  to  be  proteflcd,  or  that  a  greater  force  might  have  been  af- 
forded them  dian  was  actually  employed.   In  a  (ituation  fuch  as  that 
in  which  we  commenced  the  war,  it  is  ncceffary  to  apply  force  as 
well  as  you  can,  and  to  dirc6l  your  firft  efforts  in  the  moft  preflfing 
points.      It  is  of  more  confequcnce  to  the  fleets  in  important  ftaticns 
to  meet  the  force  of  the  enemy,  than  to  facrifice  your  navy  for  the 
purpofe  of  local  convoys.     No  man  can  think  more  highly  than  I  do 
of  the  value' of  the  commercial  refources  of  this  country.  To  them  I 
am  fenfible.that  we  are  chiefly  indebted  for  our  opulence  and  diiHnc- 
tion ;  but  in  a  war  in  which  we  are  engaged  for  the  prefervation  of 
our  Conftitution  and  our    exiftence  as  a  nation,  it  is  necefllary  to 
look  to  them  rather  as  the  means  than  the  end.     It  is  ncceflary  that 
we  fliould  facrifice  temporary  advantages  In  order  to  follow  up  thofc 
great  exertions  which  may  enfure  our  fuccefs  in  the  contcft.     Can  it 
be  of  more  importance  to  have  a  certain  number  of  fliips  in  the 
Baltic,  at  Leghorn  or  Ancona,  than   to  employ  our  naval  force 
in  a  manner  that  may  moft  cfltftually  tend  to  fecure  our  own  fu- 
pcriority,  and  cripple  the  exertions  of  the  enemy  ?  The  circumftancot 
in  which  we  conunenced  the  war  arc  particularly  to  be  confidered : 
We  not  only  laboured  under  the  difadvantage  of  a  decrcafed  peace 
eftabliftiment,  but  tho  cUemy  had  afiually  got  before  us  in  piepan- 
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tion  l;y  fifteen  or  feventcen  fail  of  the  line.      In  this  fituation,  what 
were  the  objects,  which  required  our  mbft  immediate  and  particular 
attention  ?  It  became  necclTary,  in  the  firft  place,  to  have  a  fleet  in 
tV  Medirerranean,  to  meet  the  force  of  the  enemy  in  that  quarter- 
to  intercept  their  fupplics — ^to  protect  thofe   fmall  ftates,  which 
would  otherwife  have  fallen  into  their  hands  ;  to  give  courage  to  our 
allies,  and  to  add  efFeft  to  the  operations  of  the  Spanifli  fleet.  It  be- 
came neccffary  likewife  to  have  a  fleet  to  fecure  our  Weft   iWian 
polfcflions.      But  what  was  moft  of  all  indefpenfable,  was  to  pro- 
vide a  Channel  fleet,  in  order  to  prevent  ourfelves  from  being  vul- 
nerable at  home.     We  (hould  have  forgot  our  .duty  to  have  ncglcft- 
cd  any  of  thefc  great  obje<Sls,  neceirary,,jn  order  to  give  eflTccl  to  our 
own  operations,  and  to  cripple  the  exertions  of  the  enemy,  to  attend 
individual   protciSion,  and  to  fecure    partial  advantages.      While 
your  force  was  tlius  engaged  in  the  way  deemed  moft  effcdual  for  the 
public  fcrvice,  you  had  not  convoys  to  colleft  from  all  the  particu- 
lar out-ports,  the  different  merchant  ftiips  bound  for  one  diredtion, 
and  then  to  fend  them  under  a  general  convoy  to  their  particular  dcf- 
tination.      For  inftance,  from  how  many  ports  would  it  have  been 
neccffary  to  colIe6l  the  vcflTels  engaged  in  the  Mediterranean  trade  ? 
But  not  only  were  you  required  to  have  collected  them  at  home,  and 
to  have  condudled  them  to  the  ftation  appointed  for  tlic  rendezvous, 
but  afterwards  to  have  difperfed  them  abroad.     The  convoy  which 
protcifted  a  fleet  to  the  Mediterranean   was  required   to  carry   the 
different  vefltls  of  which  it  was  comp<»fcd  at  the  Cime  time  to  An- 
cona,  Leghorn,  and  Smyrna.      If  Weft  India  vcflels  did  not  chufe  to 
touch  at  Barbadocs,  they  were  immediately  to  he  condudlcd  to  Ah- 
tigua.     The  convenience  of  the  veifcls  protected  was  to  be  every 
thing,  and  the  exigence  of  the  public  fcrvice  nothing.   Thefe  are  the 
principles  upon  which  the  protcdicm  granted  to  commerce  has  been 
att/ickcd.      Such  complete  prote^ilion  indeed  we  have  not  had  in  the 
firft  year  of  the  w?a  ,  nor  can  we  cxpc»3:  to  have  in  the  fecond  or  any 
fubfcqucnt  year  of  the  war,  without  deftroying  the  vigour  of  our  ex- 
ertions, and  difconcerting  the  plan  of  general  operations.      On  the 
ft:bjcd  of  the  delay  of  convoy,  much  warm  language,  I  am  fcniiblc, 
^^  been  ufed.      Memorials  have  been  prefentcd  to  the  Admiralty 
ina  ftilc  of  remonftrance  and  complaint,  to  which  I  am  no  ftrangcr  ; 
but  furry  indeed  I  fliould  have  been  that  thefe,  according  to  tlie  in- 
ference of  an  honourable  gentleman,  fliould  have  excited  any  indig- 
nadon.     On  the  contrar}',  I"  truft  that  fuch  memorials  coming  from 
mciividuals- fevcrely  difappointcd,  andfmarting  from  the  confequen- 
ces  of  fuch  difappointment,  will  always  be  received  with  temper. 
But  happy  I  am  to  ftate,  that  whatever  difference  of  opinion,  may  ex- 
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ift  with  refpeft  to  particular  inftahces,  that  the  great  mercantile  bo- 
dy are  fully  fatisfied  with  the  degree  ofprotediqn  already  granted  to 
commerce,  and  firmly  impreffed  widi  die  fentimcnt  diat  their  'm- 
dividual  interefts  muft  yield  to  the  exigencies  of  the  public  fervice, 
and  that  trade  ought  to  be  protedted  only  fo  far  as  is  confident  widi 
a  vigorous  profecution  of  the  war,  and  no  farther.      Do  gentlemen 
conceive,  tfiat  bccaufc  that  convoy  which  is  promifed  at  a  particular 
time  does  not  fail  at  the  precife  period  ftipulated,  there  is  to  be  in- 
ferred any  prtfumption  of  neglect  ?   Suppofing,  as  fometimes  is  the 
cafe,  that  only  a  third  of  the  veffels  requiring  convoy  fhould  be  ready 
at  the  day  appointed,  and  the  remainder  fhould  requeft  a  delay,  have 
the  fmaller  part  reafon  to  complain  of  a  brcadi  of  faith  ?  Or  fuppof- 
ing,  what  has  alfo  happened,  that  upon^application,  a  certain  con- 
voy fliould  be  promifed,  which  from  fome  change  of  circumftanccs, 
either  a  different  diftributibn  which  it  may  be  found   ncccffaiy  to 
make  of  your  own  force,  or  an  alteration  in  the  pofition  of  the  ene- 
my, may  afterwards  ^rove  inadequate,  ought  you  then  ftill  "  to 
keep  your  promifc  to  the  eye,  and  break  it  to  the  fenfer"  As  an 
,  inftance  to  a  different  arrangement,  which  it  may  be  neceflEiiy  to 
adopt  in  the  diftribution  of  force,  I  might  mention  that  feven  veffels 
were  taken  from  Lord  Hood's  fleet,  to  be  fent  along  with  an  hon- 
ourable friend  near  me  (Admiral  Gardner)  to  the  "Weft  Indies,  a 
circurnftance  which  confiderably  retarded  the  operations  in  the  Me- 
diterranean.    In  a  cafe  of  this  fort  the  delay  of  convoy,  inftead  of 
being  the  confequcnce  of  neglcdl,  might,  on  the  contrary,  be  a  proof 
of  the  attention  of  the  Board  of  Admiralty  to  the  intereft  of  thofc 
who  folicitcd  protection.      It  is  only  under  thefe  qualifications  that 
you  have, a  right  to  look  at  the  grounds  that   have  been  alledgcd 
of  fufficient  force  and  delay  of  convoy.     And  if  you  confidcr  the 
force  with  which  we  fat  out  in  the  war,  you  will  find  that  the  parti- 
cular inftanccs  brought  forward,  even  if  they  were  proved,  as  they  arc 
only  alledged  ;  and  alledgcd,  as  I  fhall  prefently  (hew>  without  foun- 
dation, are  not  of  themfelves  fufficient  to  fumifh  ground  for  inquiiy. 
Having  dius  argued  the  qucftion  generally,  I  (hall  now  take  a  \acw  o( 
the  particular  fa6ts  which  have  been  adduced  in  fupport  of  the  motion. 
Mr.  Chancellor  Pitt  then  proceeded  to  ftatc,  that  the  queftion  with 
refpect  to  convoys  had  originated  in  the  firft  day  of  the  feffion.    His 
right  honourable  friend  (Mr.  Dundas)  had  ftated  that  in  no  former 
war  had  Britifh  Commerce  received  fuch  ample  and  efficient  protec- 
tion :  in  proof  of  which,  no  one  fhip  under  convoy  had  been  taken. 
In  a  fubfequent  debate,  tliis  affertion  of  his  right  honourable  friend 
had  been  controverted  by  the  gentlemen  on  the  other  fide  of  die  Houfc ; 
but  whaty  he  then  iaid,  was  now  admitted  on  all  hands  to  be  the  real 
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ftatc  of  that  k&.     He  proceeded  then  to  examine  the  different  fliape 
which  the  queftion  had  taken  in  different  ftagcs  of  the  difcuffion,  and 
the  neccflity  under  which  they  had  been  of  altering  their  ground  of 
attack.    ^  He  began  with  what  had  been  ftated  relative  to  the  Baltic 
convoys,  and  allowing  the  right  honourable  gentleman  (Mr.  Fox)  credit 
for  his  candour  in  having  admitted  that  in  a  former  inftance  he  had 
been  mifinformcd  en  this  fubjedt.      He  fuggefted  however,  that  the 
poStive  manner  in  which  he  had  brought  forward  the  fadt,  in  which 
he  now  allowed  himfelf  to  be  miftakcn,  ought  to  teach  him  caution 
with  rcfpcA  to  the  authority  on  which  he  grounded  the  remainder 
of  his  intelligence  ;  and  he  trufted  tliat  the  honourable  gentleman 
would  not  bliime  him,  if,  on  a  fubjcdl  in  which  he  fhewed  his  infor- 
irarion  to  be  fo  very  incorred^,  he  preferred  ttie  opinion  of  former 
rcfjxrctable  Members  of  that  Houfe,  who  traded  to  the  Baltic,  with 
rcfped^  to  the  protcflion  which  had  been  granted  to  their  commerce. 
The  right  honourable  gentleman  hadftill  refufedhis  approbation  to  the 
exertions  of  the  Board  of  Admiralty  in  this  quarter.     The  only  fault 
that  he  had  found  w  as,  that  the  convoys  had  not  brought  the  (hips 
under  their  protection  to  the  laft  ports.      It  was  the  nature  of  con- 
voys to  bring  the  veflels  under  their  care  to  fome  common  point, 
from  which  they  might  fccurely   diverge   to  their  feveral  places  of 
deftination.      He  next  touched  on  the  convoys  required  for  Quebec. 
In  his  ccnverfaticn  with  the  Canada  merchants,  he  wiflied  to  know 
tb.e  extent  of  the  convoy  which  they  wanted,  but  it  was  afterwards 
the  province  of  the  Board  of  Admiralty  to  determine  \tliat  convoy, 
in  the  exifting  circumflanccs,  it  w^as  proper  to  grant.      Defirous  as 
they  might  be  to  give  protection  to  every  branch  of  comrticrce,  in 
the  utmofl  extent,  jt  was  neceffary  fur  tliem  to  conlider  the  demands 
which  each  had   upon    their  protection,  the  extent  of  the  means 
which  they  pofTeflfed,  and  the  proportion  to  which  each  was  entided. 
The  firft  convoy  for  the  Qiicbcc   fhi]:s  liad   been   prom/ifed  on  the 
nth  of  April ;  it  was  unavoidably  delayed  till  May  ;  it  would  be 
confidercd  whether  the  delay   of  a  convoy  for  one  month  or  two 
months   after  the   commencement  of  a  war,    would  be  confuicrcd 
as  a  ferious  ground  for  inquiry.     The  firft  convey  arrived  en  the 
9th  of  September  ;  it  was  informed  that  moft  of  the  fhips  which  it 
was  dtftined  to  protcdl  had  already  failed,  and  accordingly  remaircJ 
only  to  the  14^1,  and  departed  without  any  Ihips.      In  confequence 
of  this,  it  hjld  been  ftated  that  a  great  many  vcfTels  had  been  left  be- 
hind :  but  how  did  the  cafe  ftand?   The  fccond  convoy  had  ariived 
on  the  24th,  in  time  to  protect  thofe  vefltls  whom  the  firft  left  be- 
hind.    Of  the  velTels  that  failed  widiout  convoy,  two  only  were 
taken,  and  of  tliofc  that  parted  from  convoy,  two  only  were  miffing. 
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He  next  came  to  the  convoys  allotted  for  the  Weft- India  fleets. 
Three  convoys  had  been  defired  by  the  merchants  ;  the  firft,  which 
had  been  requefted  for  April,  it  was  impoflible  to  grant :  the  fc- 
cond,  which  failed  on  the  27th  June,  confifting  of  a  frigate  and 
two  floops,  though  he  could  not  help  thinking  a  reafonahle  convoy 
to  protect  fuch  a  fleet  through  the  Gulph  of  Florida,  ftill,  from  the 
importance  of  the  ftake,  he  confidcred  that  a  greater  force  would  have 
been  defirahle.  How  much  Mlnifters  had  been  impreflcd  with  this 
fentiment,  had  been  proved  by  their  fending  a  larger  force  to  rein- 
force this  convoy,  wliich  arrived,  however,  too  late,  and  only 
proved  to  be  ufeful  to  the  fubfequcnt  convws.  llic  ft^le  qiicftinn 
then  that  remained,  with  rcfpccV  to^thcfc  convoys,  was,  whether 
looking  at  the  objc^l,  and  taking  into  view  all  the  circunidanccs, 
greater  exertions  could  pofllbly  have  been  trade  in  a  fhortcr  time  : 
The  paper  produced  from  Mr.  Hcbert,  a  gentleman  whom  he 
knew  and  rcfpcc^ed,  was  not  to  be  confidered  as  a  chnrgf  upon  the 
Board  of  Admiralty,  of  want  of  attention  to  provide  a  fufficicnt  con- 
voy, but  as  a  proof  of  the  anxict)^  naturally  felt  by  thofe  who  had 
fo  important  a  ftake  at  ilfue,  and  their  defire  to  j)rocurc  ever}'  in- 
formation on  a  fubicct  in  whii^h  thev  were  fo  much  incereftcd.  The 
queftion  had  been  repeatedly  afked,  why  there  had  not  been  more 
force  provided  on  the  coaft  of  America  for  the  fecurity  of  thf:  Weft- 
India  fleet?  The  anfwcr  was  obvious.  There  had' exi  (led  no  ade- 
quate fjrcc  for  that  objc<ft.  Would  it  have  been  proper,  for  the  pro- 
tcdion  of  the  Weft 'India  fleet,  to  weaken  the  Weft  Indies  irfelf? 
Or  would  it  have  been  proper,  lor  this  purpofe,  to  have  taken  from 
the  Channel  or  Mediterranean  fleets  r  Bcfides  the  dclicacv  which 
had,  on  former  occafions,  been  touched  upon,  of  fending  a  force  to 
a  quarter,  while  they  could  have  no  certainty  of  what  might  be  its 
reception,  another  circumftance  was,  tliat  as  the  circumftancc  of  the 
French  fhips  having  come  from.  St.  Domingo  to  that  coaft,  was  en- 
tirely uncxpedled,  it  coulf^  not  rcafonably  be  imputed  to  them  as  a 
fault,  tliat  they  had  ncgledlcd  to  provide  againft  a  danger  which  it 
was  impoftjble  for  them  to  forefce.  Mr.  Pitt  next  proceeded  to 
examine  the  circumfiances  of  the  convoys  which  had  been  fcnt  to 
the  Mediterranean.  He  cxpreffcd  his  regret  for  the  very  fcvere  loffcs 
experienced  by  the  merchants  trading  to  that  quarter  ;  loflTes,  how- 
ever, which  had  been  owing  to  no  neglect  on  the  part  of  the  Board 
of  Admiraltv%  but  to  a  concurrence  of  unavoidable  circumftanees. 
The  Exeter  fliips  had  been  peculiarly  unfortunate  in  the  inftanceof 
the  firft  convoy,  from  having  arrived  too  late  at  the  place  of  dcfti- 
nation  ;  and  afterwards,  from  a  mifundcrftanding  which  took  place. 
The  fccond  convoy  was  delayed  by  contrary  winds,  and  by  an  in- 
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formation  of  fome  danger  with  which  it  was   threatened  from  a 
French  fleet-     From  all  thcfe  fa<Sls,  faid  Mr.  Pitt,   I  draw  the  in- 
kicncc,  that  not  only  no  blame  is  imputable  to  the  Board  of  Admi^ 
ralty,  but  that  they  have  employed  every  exertion  for  the  prote6)ion 
of  our  commerce,  which  a  regard  to  die  circumftances  of  the  time, 
the  obje<Sls  which  they  had  to  accomplifh,  and  the  force  with  which 
they  ^wcrc  entrufted,  could  poflibly  admit.     The  bcft  proof  of  the 
fuccefs  of  thofe  exertions,   I  deem  to  be  that  fentimcnt  of  fatisfadlion 
\rluch  has  pervaded  the  great  and  refpedlable  mercantile  body  of  this 
country.      And  as  this  fentiment  has  been  called  in  queftion  by  fome 
honourable  gentlemen  on  the  other  iide,  I  beg  kave  to  refer  them 
to  the  declaration  of  the  merchants  thcmfelves,  who,  though  Hiarers 
in  the  calamities  of  the  times,  have  yet  had  the  fenfe  and  liberality 
to  cftimatc  the  peculiar  caufcs  from  which  they  fufFercd,  and  have 
not  allowed  themfclves,  from  the  prcffure  of  temporary  evil,  to  lofc* 
that  confidence  in  the  future,  which  infpbes  more  favourable  hopes 
and  animates  to  frefli  exertions.     I   do  not,  indeed,  know  where 
better  to  leave  all  difcuiTions'with  refpeft  to  commerce,  than  in  the 
hands  of  the  merdiants  themfelves,  where  no  circumftances  call  to 
bring  them  forward  as  the  fubjedl  of  political  debate  ;  a  fort  of  de-* 
bate  which,  in  the  prefent  inftance,  could  lead  to  n^  end,  and  from 
which  no  advantage  could  poflibly  be  expefted.     There  are  fome 
•ther  points  which  have  been  touched  upon  by  the  honourable  gentle- 
man, fuch  as  the  protedion  afforded  to  our  African  trade,  and  the 
trade  to  the  Bay  of  Honduras,  into  which  I  do  not  conceive  it  necef* 
faiy  to  enter*     I  have  already  remarked  upon  all  the  points  on  which, 
much  ftrefs  has  been  laid  by  the  honourable  gentleman,  and  pro- 
icfling,  as  they  do,  a  principle  of  jealoufy  with  relped  to  Minifters, 
and  habituated  to  fearch  for  errors  in  every  public  mcafure,  it  will 
only  appear  furpriling  that  they  have  been  able  to  bring  forward,  in 
the  courfe  of  the  various  details  into  wWch  they  have  entered,  no 
chaige  of  a  more  fcrious  complexion.     If  there  are  any  others  which 
they  have  negleftcd  to  Itite,  it  will  at  Icaft  appear  that  they  have  not 
left  them  out,  either  from  want  of  time  or  diligence,  and  certainly 
not  from  i*ant  of  ability.     With  refpeft  to  the  Eaft-India  trade, 
4at  in  the  circumfbnces  in  which  they  were  placed,  all  the  (hips 
ifaould  have  arrived  fafe,  is  an  inflance  fo  extraordinary,  as,  even 
granting  every  exertion  to  have  been  ufcd,  which  could  coritributc  to 
dieir  fecarity,  muft  (till  claim  to  b!e  confidered  as  matter  of  good  for- 
tune,    lo  addition  to  every  precaution  for  the  fafety  of  our  foreign 
trade,  the  greatefl  attention  has  been  paid  to  the  trade  carried  on 
between  different  ports  of  Ireland  and  Great  Britain ;  the  vcfTcls 
from  dicfc  parts  have  always  had  the  advantage  of  monthly  convoys* 

V/^,     YVVVTT  o    F- 
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Whatever  difference  of  (btements  has  been  brought  forward  front 
pcrfons  concerned  in  the  coal  trade,  thefe  can  only  go  to  prove  adit- 
fcrcncc  of  opinion  ;  not  one  fadt  has  been   urged  to  ihew  that  the 
prote£tion  of  that  branch  of  the  coading  trade  has  not   been  com- 
plete.     I  have  gone  thus  much  into  length,  beeaufc  I  wiflied  bodi 
IX)  (late  the  general  principles  coimedted  ixith  the  queflion,  and  to 
examine  the  particular  grounds  upon  ^iiich  it  was  brought  forvi'axd. 
If  I  have  fucceeded  in  proving  upon  the  general  principles  the  inex- 
pediency of  the  inquiry,  and  thefe  principles  be  admitted  to  be  fair. 
It  will  then  be  coniidered  whether  zxty  of  the  grounds  which  have 
been  mentioned,  are  fufficient  to  juftify  the  motion.     As  to  the  ge- 
neral queftion  of  refufmg  to  go  into  an  inquiry,  I  have  only  one  or 
two  remarks  to  add  to  what  I  have  already  faid.     It  has  been  con- 
tended, that  to  (hun  an  inquiry,  is  in  fatSt  tantamount  to  a  confef- 
fion  of  guilt.     It  is,  indeed,   a  ftrange  dodrine  to  affirm,  that  I 
cohfefs  myfclf  guilty,  bccaufe  I  deny  that  my  condudt  has  ever  af- 
forded ground  for  fufpicion.     But  to  fay,  that  becaufe  charges  are 
brought  forward  of  a  vague  and  frivolous  nature,  you  mufl  neccf- 
iarily  go  into  an  inquiry,  is  to  take  z^wzf  from  this  Houfe  all  dif- 
cretion,  and  compel  you  to  iacrifice  your  time  and  attention  to  in- 
quiries, for  wffich  you   may  not  fee  the  fmalleft  grounds,  and 
which  caf\  only  tend  to  interrupt  the  more  important  purAiits  of  pub- 
lic bufinefs.     That  any  Minifter  (houlc^  wiOr  to  be  fuipeAed,  and 
invite  inquiry,  in  order  to  be  put  upon  the  proof  of  his  hmocence, 
would  be  a  delicacy  equally  (alfe  and  ridiculouaL     I  have  nobefita- 
tion  in  faying,'  that  upon  the  principle  of  expediency,  I  will  op- 
pofe  any  motion  of  inqiury,  whether  direSed  ag^nft  myfelf  or  any 
other  perfon,  except  that  motion  be  brought  forward  upon  proper 
grounds  ;  and  it  can  be  proved  that  there  cxtft  drcumftanccs  to  juf- 
tify fuch  inquiry.     The  burden  of  bringing  forward  thofc  grounds 
lies  with  thofc  who  feel  themfclvcs  called  to  make  fuch  ^  modon* 
A  motion  for  inquiry,  upon  fuch  fli^t  grounds  as  have  beep  flatcd 
by  the  honourable  gendeman,  I  fhould  at  all  dmes  refift,  but  fed 
myfelf  more  particularly  called  to  oppofc  in  the  piefeiit  momeot, 
when  to  grant  fuch  an  inquiry  would  only  be  to  teach  the  Public  to 
expedt  impoflfibilitiesy  to   flatter  them  wuh  hopes  of  greater  exer- 
tions in  the  beginning  of  a  war,  dian  can  ever  be  made  in  the  moi^ 
advanced  ftage  of  preparaticm,  to  embarrafs  the  proceodii^  of  Go- 
vernment, to  diftrad)'  the  Council  of  the  Nation,  and  to  ddlroy 
that  GoAfidonoe,  that  union  of  fentiment,  and  tvatgf  of  effort,  b 
nieccirary  in  the  profecution  of  the  prefent  war^  and  upcni  which  aloo^ 
mi^  depend  all  our  profpeAs  of  fuccefs. 
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Mr.  FOX  replied  to  the  objecaions  that  had  been  made  to  his 
motion,   with  obfcrving,  that  almoft  every  faft  he  had  ftated  had 
been  admitted,  and  that  the  few  which  had  been  queftioncd  he  was 
ready  to  prove,  if  the  Houfe  would  agree  to  go  into  the  inquiry. 
From  Exeter,   Leeds,  Norwich,  and  other  manufodluring  towns, 
he  had  produced  information  which  could  not  be  denied,  that  Mini- 
iters  had  made  promifes  to  the  manufacturers  which  they  had'  not 
kept ;  that  Miniiters  had  not  given  the  notice-  which  they  ought  to 
have  g^vcn,  when  they  found  that  the  convoys  could  not  be  got 
ready  at  the  dmcs  at  which  they  were  firft  appointed  ;  that  fuch 
lofies  had  been  fuflained  as  deterred  manufacturers  from  preparing 
.goods  for  foreign  markets,  which  tl^y  had  been  dccuAomed  to  fup* 
ply  ;  and  that  the  confcqucnt  diftrefs  had  not  been  confined  to  the 
q)ulent,   but  had  fallen  heavily  on  the  poor,  many  of  whoiti  were 
now  Clouding  the  work-houfcs,  who,  if  their  employers  had  not 
been  thus  difappointed,  would  have  been  earning  a  refpedtable  fub- 
fiftcncc  for  themfclves  and  their  families.     Infmuations  had  been 
thrown  out  againft  the  mode  in  which  his  information  had  been  ob- 
tained.     On  a  matter  of  public  importance,  it  was  furely  no  crime 
either  to  alk  for  of  to  give  information.     To  thofe  who  had  exerted 
themfelvcs  to  obtain  information  for  him  both  he  and  the  public 
wtTC  under  obligation.     The  greater  part  of  it,  however,  had  been 
fcnt  him  voluntarily.     The  overbearing  influence  of  the  Crown 
was  fuA  as  to  render  It  extremely  difficult  to  obtain  information  on 
any  fubjed  by  which  the  credit  of  Miniftcrs  might  be  affefted  ;  and 
if  that  influence  fhould  go  on  incrcafing,  it  would  be  vain  to  attempt 
any  public  inqoiiy  into  the  conduft  of  Government.     He  had  found 
men  offering  thcmf^^lves  to  communicate  fafts  which  they  well  knew, 
who  would  not  come  fo^ard  to  prove  what  they  communicated. 
He  had  heard  that  a  man  moft  refpeftable  in  his  fituadon,  (the  maf- 
ter  of  Lloyd's  cofFee-houfe)  had  been  told  fomewhat  in  the  "W^y  pf  a 
menace,  that  it  was  improper  for  him  to  fufFer  any  information  to 
go  from  his  houfe  which  might  be  employed  againft  Miniftersl. 
Nay,  he  had  heard  of  men  valuing  themfelves  on  the  dexterity, 
with  which  they  had  endeavoured  to  miflead,  by  giving  informa- 
tk>n  which,  when  it -came  to  be  examined,  would  be  found  to  be 
falfc.     With  all  thefe  difficulties  he  had  proceeded  in  the  inquiry, 
and  was  now  ready  to  prove  the  charge  he  had  made. 

Mr.  ALDERMAN  NEWNHAM  faid,  his  own  opinion,  and 
the  opinions  of  thofe  with  whom  he  was  accuftomed  to  conveffc, 
were,  that  the  convoys  were  infufficicnt ;  and  therefore  he  fhould 
vote  for  die  inquiry  that  it  might  be  fairly  afccrtained,  whether  of 
-BiH  Miniftcrs  had  done  as  much  as  they  had  it  in  their  power  to  do  ^ 
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The  Houfe  divided  on  Mr.  Fox's  motion, 

Ayes,  48  ;  Noes,   202. 
The  Houfe  adjourned. 

JVedneJday^    l()th  February, 

Heard  Counfcl  on  the  St.  Alban's  Canal  bill- 
The  Houfe  adjourned. 

Thurfdcyy   7.0th  February. 

Mr.  WIGLEY  moved  for  leave  to  bring  in  a  bill  for  providing 
for  the  wives  and  families  of  pcrfons  drawn  by  lot,  and  fcrving  in 
the  militia,  &c.  in  England,  and  for  regulating  the  laws  now  ia 
force  on  that  fubjef^.     Granted. 

The  Houfe  adjourned. 

« 

Friday y  I'^Jl  Ftlruary, 

Mr.  GREY  dated,  that  as  it  was  his  intention  to  bring  forward 
the  difcuffion  concerning  the  condu<^  of  the  Britifli  Court  towards 
neutral  powers,  it  ^'as  his  wifh,  for  the  better  invcftigation  of  the 
fubje<ft,  to  have  certain  official  documents  laid  before  the  Houfe, 
which  he  deemed  clTential  to  the  elucidation  of  the  fubjeo>.  He 
therefore  wifhcd  to  know,  whether  he  fhould  meet  with  any  oppo- 
fition  in  moving,  on  a  future  day,  for  their  produdion. 

Mr.  Chancellor  PITT  was  dcfirous  of  knowing  what  thofc  pa- 
pers fpccifically  were,  in  order  to  judge  the  better  of  the  proprictj*  of 
their  being  made  public.       * 

Mr.  GREY  flated,  that  the  papers  he  propofed  moving  for  were 
the  fubftance  of  the  official  communications  made  between  the  fcveral 
•Britifh  refidents  at  the  Courts  of  the  diflfcrent  neutral  powers,  and 
thofe  States,  upon  the  fubjcdl  of  their  neutrality,  during  the  prefcnt 
hoftilities. 

Mr.  VAUGHAN  begged  leave  to  call  their  attention  to  a  fuh- 
jcft,  which  he  confidcrcd  of  the  firft  importance,  but  upon  which  it 
was  not  his  intention  to  excite  any  unncccffary  alarm.  He  alluded 
to  the  prefent  ftate  of  the  negroes  in  the  French  Weft-India  iflands. 
Upon  this  fubjeft  he  thought  it  his  duty  to  ftate  certain  decrees  which 
had  lately  paffed  in  the  National  Aifembly,  which  dcfervcd  and 
demanded  the  moft  ferious  attention.  Thev  had  decreed  not  the 
abfolute  manumiflion  of  that  numerous  clafs  of  men  in  the  Weft 
Indies,  the  negroe  flaves  \  but  fuch  a  modification  of  it,  and  under 
fuch  flight  rcftriftions  as  rendered  the  confequcnces  truly  alarming. 
They  had  decreed,  that  the  flaves  ihould  have,  every  year  in  the 
month  of  September,  the  liberty  of  chufing  their  own  mafters  \  that 
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out  of  the  rict  produce  of  the  lands  activated  by  them  during  the 
current   ycar>  after  paying  the  cxpences  of  cultivation,  fupporting 
and  lodging  them,  &c.  diey  (houM  be  entitled  to  one-third  of  the 
accruing  profits,    the  proprietors  of  eftates  paying  out  of  the  other 
two  thirds,    the  taxes,  &c.  incidental  to  ,the  ftate  wherever  they 
rcfidcd.      It  had  been  alfo  decreed,  that  they  (hould  have  one  day 
in  the  week,  wherein  they  (liould  be  exempt  from  all  labour  what- 
ever ;  and  in  (hort,  fo  many  things  were  done  on  the  one  fide,  and 
{9  little  to  counterbalance  them,   or  to  give  fecurity  or  permanence 
to  the  prcfcnt  poffeffors,  as  to  afford  juft  ground  for  ferious  alarms 
lor  the  future  cxiftence  of  their  property,  or  even  their  lives.     It 
w-as  a  maKim  that  fmaller  evils  may  be  fupprcfled,  but  that  greater 
evils  quickly  communicated  themfclvcs  ;  and  this  was  peculiarly  to 
be  dreaded  in  the  prefcnt  inftance.     He  could  not  conceive  how  it 
was  poQible  for  us  to  prevent  the  communication  of  thofe  circum- 
Aanccs  frotfn  the  negroes  of  the  French,  to  thofe  of  the  Britifli 
iflands.     The  dangerous  confequcnce  of  fuch  communicarion  he 
need  not  anticipate,  reflecting,  as  all  muft,  upon  the  great  difpro- 
pwtbn  of  the  black  to  the  white  inhabitants,  throughout  our  poffcf- 
fions  in  thofe  parts  of  the  globe.      In  feveral  of  our  iflands,  it  was 
true  the  danger  was  the  lefs  alarming,  inafmuch  as  from  the  a£tual 
cffeciivc   force,    the  difperfion  of  the  black,  and  the  connedlloh 
among  the  white  inhabitants,  infurrc^tions  might  be  the  more  eafily 
fupprcffcd.     But  with  rc^rd  to  our  principal  fettlennent,  Jamaica, 
the  danger  was  truly  alarming,  where  the  great  body  of  blacks  that 
could  aifemble  together,  might  bafflle  every  effort  to  oppofe  or  fup- 
prcfs  them.      Feeling  the  importance  and  prc(lure  of  thcfe  circum- 
ftances,  he  conceived  it  his  duty  to  ftate  them  to  that  Houfe,  rather 
than  leave  them  to  be  difcuifed  by  any  private  body  of  men,  mer- 
chants, or  others  ;  becaufe  the  rcfult  would,  he  trufted,  tend  more 
cffedually  to  quiet  the  public  mind,  by  proving  that  meafures  ade- 
quate to  the  exigence,  have  been  adopted.      For  this  purpofe,  he 
moved,  *^  That  an  humble  addrefs  be  prcfented  to  His  Majefty,  to 
tccommcnd  that  fuch  meafures  may  be  taken  to  prcferve  the  tran- 
quillity of  the  Britifh  dominions  in  the  Weft  Indies,  as  His  Ma.- 
3«fty  m  his  wifdom  ftiall  think  fit." 

Mr.  Secretary  DUNDAS  expreffcd  his  difapprobation  of  the 
ptopofed  addrefs,  not  only  becaufe  it  could  not  be  doubted  that  ade- 
quate means  had  been  already  adopted  by  His  Mnjcft}^'s  Minifters 
upon  the  fubjcci  alluded  to  ;  but  alfo  as  the  addrefs  itfelf  would  im- 
ply>  improperly,  an  iniinuation  that  fuch  attention  had  not  been 
paid. 
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Mr. VAUGHAN  difclaimcd  any  intention  ofinfinmtir^  any  mif- 
conJudt  ta  Miniders  ^  and  having  attained  theobjod  of  fats,  fnodon, 
by  drawing  from  them  the  dedararion,  that  they  had  turned  their 
minds  to  tlie  points  he  had  adverted  to»  he  declared  himiclf  fads&d, 
and  begged  leave  to  withiSraw  his  motion. 

Mr.  SHERIDAN  rofe,  he  faid,  in  confcqucncc  of  his  notice  to 
bring  under  the  confideration  of  the  Houfe  the  defenfivc  Sate  of  Ha- 
lifax. To  thofe^  vfbo  like  him,  condemned  the  principles  of  the 
war,  there  were^  in  his  ofttnion,  two  duties  of  equal  impartance. 
Firft,  to  endeavour,  by  every  exertion  in  their  power,  to  prevent 
the  ^'zr.  Second,  when  that  was  impoifible,  to  watch,  ^tfa  the 
fame  exertion,  the  application  pf  the  fupplies  which  were  granted  to 
.carry  it  on. 

If  they  could  not  prevent  the  war,  they  were  bound  to  look  to 
tile  faitliful  application  of  the  funds  by  which  it  was  to  be  prafecut- 
ed,  and  to  take  care  that  the  objed  which  it  profefled  to  fbilow  vras 
obtained. 

Agreeably  to  tlijs  fecond  point  of  duty,  he  now  broi^t  forward 
the  fubjecl  of  his  prcfent  motion,  an  inquiry  into  the  defeniive  ItaK 
of  a  very  important  colony,  liable  to  be  attacked  by  Ac  enemy. 

Reladve  to  the  inquiries  of  this  Houfe,  Mr.  Chancellor  Pitt  had 
latdy  advanced,  he  faid,  two  do6l]rines  df  a  very  extraordinary  na- 
ture. His  fird  was,  that  during  war  there  was  a  great  danger  in 
inquiry.  His  feoond,  that  tliofe  who  propofed  the  inquiry  ihould 
make  up  their  minds  between  the  certain  evil  of  inquiry  and  the  po- 
bable  benefit  of  the  refult. 

As  tothe  fird,  Mr.  Sheridan  faid,  it  tended  to  defhoy  the  inqui- 
iitorial  fun6lion$  of  the  Houfe,  and  to  abate  all  iaiutary  \dgilance 
^nd  animadverfion.  It  followed  alfo,  that  the  greater  the  danger 
.of  the  country  fi:om  the  folly  and  incapacity  of  Minifters,  the  (hmger 
would  their  argument  be,  that,  when  infpcfiions  and  deliberation  be- 
came moft  neceffar)',  it  would  be  moll  improper.  He  allowed, 
however,  that  it  was  a  very  convenient  do^ine  for  Minifters,  who 
would  thus  find  their  own  fccurity  and  indemnification  from  the  cs- 
eefs  of  their  negligence  and  incapacity. 

The  fecond  principle,  though  obvioufly  aiming  at  candour, 
came  under  a  peculiar  degree  of  fufpidon  when  it  proceeded  from 
thufe,  whofe  particular  intcreft  it  was  to  render  all  inquiry  as  difficult 
as  poflfible ;  and  that  fufpicion  was  much  increafed  when  it  was  re- 
coIle(Scd  that  he,  who  at  prcfent,  in  his  minifterial  capacity,  aiiert- 
xd  the  principle  when  in  oppofition,  was  mod  prodigal  in  the  ufeof 
the  privilege  he  now  meant  to  curtail.  It  was  frefli  in  memory  how 
jealous  he  vas  of  this  privilege  when  he  firft  fat  in  tlic  Houf«?^  *'  i 
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vhat  frequent  ufe  he  made  of  it  in  his  oppofitlon  to  the  Americari 
war.  The  conduA  of  the  Admiralty  at  that  time  he  fcvcrely  fcruti- 
oized  ;  in  particular  relating  to  the  afFaire  of  Dogger  Bank,  and  the 
Beet  off  Ufliant. 

If  no  other  good  refulted  from  the  inquiry  than  the  maintenance' 
of  its  gencraA  principle,  this  of  itfelf,  would  amply  compen&te ;  it 
was  a  principle  acknowledged  in  the  general  pradice'  of  the  navy^ 
when  a  {hip  is  taken  tlie  Comniander  b  always  brought  to  a  Court 
rarual,  thou^  no  fufpicion  is  entertained  of  his  gallantry,  or 
Aough  his  cx>ndu<S  may  be  loiown  to  be  highly  meritorious.  It  may 
be  £aid  Halifax  ii  not  loft  \  but  though  the  cafe  is  not  parallel  in  that 
particular,  it  is  to  be  remembered  that  the  naval  inquiry  only  prcferves 
in  many  infiances  the  principle  of  inquiry. 

In  the  prefent  cafe  however,  and  in  that  lately  brought  forward 
by  Mn  Fox,  concerning  the  condu6t  of  convoys,  no  poflible  in- 
convenience whatever  could  arife.  The  Minifter,  he  faid,  betray- 
ed his  own  caufe,  and  (hewed  clearly  that  it  was  not  inquiry,  but 
the  rcfuk  of  it  that  he  feared.  With  rcfped  to  convoys,  Mr.  Pitt 
(aid,  **  you  will  raife  the  expedation  of  merchants  too  high,  with 
rcfpcft  to  future  protedtion  if  you  profccute  the  inquiry."  This 
clearly  fhows  a  confcioufnefe  that  the  convoys  were  iitfuiiicient.  If 
they  had  been  fufficicnt,  furely  nothing  could  be  nwre  dcfirablc  by 
Miniftcrs  than  to  have  that  fufficicncy  proved.  Inquiry  then  would 
have  deflroyed  at  once  all  injurious  fufpicions. 

Though  a  proportion  for  inquiry  (hould  fail,  he  contended,  it 
was  not  without  its  ufe.  He  wjis  much  miftaken  if  the  propofed 
inquiry  rela^ng  to  convoys  would  not  produce  much  benefit  to  the 
country.  We  fhould  not  he  believed  hear,  in  future,  of  manu- 
fe6hirers  being  difappointed  in  the  fale  of  their  commodities  fof 
^ant  of  convoys;  nbr,  if  cherchantttien  (hould  not  arrive  in  time, 
^»ould  convoys  fail  now  without  them.  Neither  would  there  again 
tc  a  property  of  half  a  million  coiiiigned  to  the  protedion  of  one 
fiigate  and  tyro  (loops,  as  in  the  cafe  of  the  firft  Jamaica  fleet. 

The  prefent  inquiry  was,  however,  on  grounds  different  and 
much  ftronger  than  thofe  on  which  Mr.  Fox's  motion  was  made  ; 
Mr.  Dundas  could  not  deny  they  were  now  at  iiTue  on  iads,  for 
though  he  had  come  down  loaded  with  official  papers  to  contradict 
^hat  he  (Mr.  Sheridan)  had.  formerly  advanced ;  he  ftill  petfifted  in 
his  original  aflfertion^  arid,  unlefs  Mr.  Dundas  (liould  produce  thofe 
popen  of  which  he  read  extra  As,  he  would  chaige  him  with  deceiv* 
ing  the  Houfe  by  falfe  repr^fentation.  Deception  had  a^ftually  taken 
pbcc;  but  probably  not  with  any  intention  to  deceive.  The  right 
'honourable  Secxttaiy  iriigfat  well  be  fupp<^ed  ignorant  of  the  (bite  o£ 
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fomc  part  of  His  Majefty's  extended  dominions,  when  it  was  rccol- 
leded  that  nearly  a  year  ago;  he  had  complained  of  the  heavy  burden 
of  his  manifold  offices,  faying,  that,  from  the  moment  he  laid  down 
at  night  till  he  rofe  in  the  morning,  he  felt  tliat  he  had  duties  upon 
him,  which  he  could  not  adequately  fulfill.  Notwithftanding  that 
complaint,  and  the  profpe<5l  then  held  out  of  fpeedy  ndicf,  no  one 
had  yet  heard  of  any  afTiftant  being  eftabliihed,  or  nny  diminution 
of  the  duty  taking  place :  fummer,  autumn,  winter  had  paffcd, 
and  fpring  was  come,  and  yet  die  right  honourable  Secretary  fliU 
groaned  under  die  fame  load. 

If  his  former  charges  relating  to  Nova  Scotia  had  been  toonrong, 
he  would  readily  have  retiadtcd  them,  but,  on  the  contrary,  he 
meant  to  add  to  them  ;  as  from  appearances,  His  Majcfty  s  Mini- 
ftcrs  had  not  fimply  overlooked  Nova  Scotia,  but  (being  apprifcd  of 
its  importance  and  not  ignorant  of  its  defcncelefs  Aate  at  the  breaking 
cnit  of  the  war),  had  wilfully  negleded  it,  and  left  it  CKpofcd  to  all 
attacks.  To  his  fon-ner  charges  he  alfo  now  added  a  charge  of  the 
i'ame  negligence  at  New  Brunfwick,  that  Halifax  had  experienced. 

Mr.  Dundas  had  been  pleafed  to  confidcr  all  his  former  charges 
as  only  founded  on  an  anonymous  letter.  One  evil  of  the  prevailing 
do^ftiines  of  the  day,  he  thought,  in'as,  changing  the  manly  and  ge- 
nerous charader  of  Englifhmen  into  that  of  caves-droppers,  and  in- 
formers :  another  was,  that  all  fpiritcd  ai»d  conftitutional  exertions 
were  regarded  as  fa<Slious  and  feditious :  to  apply  to  the  Houfe  of 
Commons  rather  than  the  Crown  or  even  its  Minifters  was  now 
fabjedt  to  that  imputation.  Mr.  Grey's  conduft  in  writing  down  to 
his  conftituents  relative  to  an  important  fubjeft,  on  which  he  was  to 
give  his  opinion  in  that  Houfe,  had  been  reprefcntcd  in  the  fame 
way. 

Formerly  Members  wiflicd  to  confult  with  their  conftituents,  and 
were  proud  of  maintaining  this  intercourfe ;  now  fucli?.  condud  was 
branded  as  feditious.  Perhaps,  he  faid,  Mr.  Grey's  letter  to  New- 
caftle,  and  his  own  to  Falmouth,  would  in  Scodand  have  fubjcded 
diem  to  fentences  fimilar  to  thofe  lately  pafled,  which  would  have 
difgraccd  the  Star  Chamber,  and  the  worft  reign  of  the  worft  Stuart. 
The  letter  he  had  written  to  Falnnouth  had  been  fcnt  to  Minifters, 
and  had  from  that  channel  crept  into  a  morning  paper,  with  a  pre- 
tended difcovcry  attached  to  it.  He  (hould,  however,  tx>n  deprive 
the  comments  by  which  it  was  accompanied  of  their  gall.  The  letter 
lie' had  quoted  concerning  Halifax,  the  Houfe  would  recollcdthchad 
Aated,  came  from  a  merchant  there,  and  not  from  Falmouth ;  2^nd 
whereas  die  letter  to  that*  town  fays,  that  the  fubjcft  was  mentioned 
on  the  firft  day  of  the  fcffioni   it  is  notorious  he  never  mentioned  tbe 
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fubjcdl  of  Halifiix  on  that  da]i;  fo  that  this  letter  of  his  (which  he  did 
not  deny)  referred  obvioufly  to  fome  other  fubjed.  The  letter  he 
Ibould  never  be  alhamed  to  own,  as  it  contained  in  three  fcntences 
four  praife-worthy  things,  i  •  A  gentleman-like  acknowledgement 
of  a  civil  letter.  2.  That  he  had  fo  early  availed  himfelf  of  intelli- 
gence received,  as  in  his  capacity  of  a  reprefentative  of  the  people, 
to  mention  it  on  the  firft  day  of  the  feflion.  3.  That  he  had  ufed 
fuch  diligence  of  inveftigation  as  to  confirm  in  his  own  mind  every 
pamcular.  4.  That  he  (hoiild  be  happy  of  any  intelligence  in  future, 
which  might  be  of  fervice  to  the  country. 

He  then  read  an  extraft  as  follows  from  the  True  Briton  of  yeftcr- 
day. 

•*  Mr.  Akpnymous  j}I8cov£R£d  ! ! 

**  Though  Mr.  SHERIDAN,  in  the  courfe  of  debate  in  the  Houfc  of 
Commons,  quoted  a  letter,  the  writer  of  which  he  was  umvilUng  to  txpcfe^ 
we  can  afllire  the  Public,  that  the  letter  had  a  name  to  it^  as  will  appear  by 
the  following  anfwer,  which  was  fent  to  it  by  the  worthy  Senator : 

•*SlR, 

**  I  am  much  obliged  bv  your  communication  refpe£ling  Halifax,  I 
mentioned  the  fubjeS  in  tnc  Houfc  the  firA  day  of  the  fcllian,  and  I  flnce 
find  your  intelligence  confirmed  in  every  particular.  I  fliall  be  happy  ac 
all  times  to  be  ravoured  with  any  intelligence  which  you  think  may  be 
iiuidc  a(e  of  for  the  advantage  of  the  country. 

**Iam,  Sir, 

**  Your  obedient  Servant. 

(Signed)  «*  R.  B.  SHERIDAN. 

^  Lower  Grovejnor  Street,  yanuary  i^h. 

JDire^eil^*^  Jj^adon^  January  twenty-ninth,  1794 

**Mr.  J.  Bluett, 
"free.  R.  B.  Sheridak  *•  Falmouth." 

'^  The  above  letter  went  of  courfe  as  it  was  direded«  and  was  taken  out 
of  the  Pod-office  at  Falmouth  by  the  only  perfon  of  the  name  of  Bluett 
in  that  place,  who  happens  to  be  a  young  Midfhipman  of  about  fiftecu 
years  of  age.  The  boy's  aftonifliment  at  the  contents  are  not  eafily  to  be 
defcribed.  He  banded  the  letter  about  the  town,  where  it  occafioned  no 
fmall  mirth,  as  that  to  the  honourable  Member,  to  which  the  above  was 
SQ  anfwer,  was  thus  proved  to  be  one  of  thofc  Cornijh  hums  which  forae 
wag  at  Falmouth  has  pradlifed  upon  feverai  former  occalions  with  iimilai; 
fucccis." 

As  to  a  Corni(h  hum,  he  faid  he  had  never  heard  of  it  before, 
though  he  had  often  heard  of  a  Comilh  hug,  and  a  Cornifh  Borough. 
But  to  quit  this  fubject,  he  held  in  his  hand  upwards  of  fifty  letters 
fiom  Halifax,  all  containing  fimilar  complaints  to  thpfe  of  his  ano- 
nymous letter,  and  exprefTing  the  greateft  aitonifliment  at  the  decla- 

nflons  made  by  Mr.  Duodas,  in  the  Houfe  of  the  defcncible  ftate 
Vol-  YXXVIL  1  F 
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of  that  Colony.  Of  thefe  fifty  letters,^  fomc  he  allowed  were  ano- 
nymousy  but  by  far  the  greater  part  were  figned.  Of  thofc  Cgncdy 
he  was  dcfired  not  to  mention  feme  names,  as  they  (hould  in  oonfc-  » 
querice  be  looked  on  as  marked  and  fufpicious,  and  thofe  who  held 
places  at  all  difpofablc  by  Government  would  be  furc  to  lofc  them. 
By  far  the  greater  number,  however,  had  allowed  him  to  ufc  their 
ilames,  and  were  ready  to  come  forward  as  evidences  at  tfac»  bar  of 
the  Houfe,  to  prove  every  word  they  had  aiferted. " 

He  fliould  not  dwell  on  the  importance  of  the  Colonies  of  Nova 
Scotia  and  New  Brunfwick-  This  point  feemed  to  be  univerfally 
acknowledged.  True  it  was,  that  compared  to  their  individual 
utilitjs  the  expence  of  defending  them  might  be  deemed  too  great, 
but  when  regarded  as  inflrumental  to  the  defence  of  Canada  and 
Newfoundland,  Halifax  itfelf  was  better  than  the  thirteen  dates  of 
America.  If  too,  by  any  event,  a  rupture  (hould  ever  take  place 
with  America,  which  the  highly  cenfurable  conduct  of  the  Minifters 
to  that  nation  had  rendered  too  probable,  the  importance  of  Nova 
Scotia  would  be  great  indeed.  It  was  found  likewife  to  be  a  place 
highly  ferviceable  for  the  recovery-  of  foldiers  when  injured  by  le/i- 
dence  in  the  Weft  Indies  more  fo  than  any  other  climate  in  the  world. 
We  could  not,  in  cafe  of  w^f  with  America,  be  mafters  of  the  Weft 
India  fea,  without  having  accefs  in  the  winter  months  to  the  Harbour 
of  Halifax.  Indeed,  former  Minifters,  by  the  peace  eftablifhment 
they  kept  up  there,  ihewed  clearly  enough  their  opinion  of  its  im- 
portance. 

He  then  took  a  view  of  the  various  peace  eftabli(hment$  fince  the 
peace  of  x  783,  at  which  time  we  had  there  (ix  regiments,  one  50 
gun  (hip,  and  five  or  fix  frigates.  From  this  time,  he  (aid,  die 
fubfequent  eftablifhments  were  gradually  diminifhed.  In  1785, 
the  naval  department  confifted  only  of  one  50  gun  (hip,  and  four  or 
five  frigates ;  and  in  1 789,  of  two  frigates  and  three  (loops  alone. 
The  decreafe  of  the  land  forces  was  in  the  fame  proportion.  It  was 
clear,  he  faid,  if  fuch  a  force  were  unneceffary  at  each  of  thofe  pe- 
riods, it  was  highly  extravagant  to  have  kept  them  up  ^  and,  if  it 
were  neceifary,  then  the  great  diminution  of  force  at  the  crifis  of 
war,  was  highly  culpable. 

If  wc  watch  and  follow  the  plans  of  Miniftry,  who  feem  to  fup- 
pcfe  thcmfelves  immaculate,  we  (hall  find,  by  all  the  arguments  they 
h^vb  ufed,  that  they  faw  the  war  was  inevitable  fo  early  as  Aii^> 
1792;  and  yet  they  were  taken  by  furprife  in  February  1793. 

The  only  force  at  the  commencement  of  the  war  at  Hali&z,  was 
one  (ingle  frigate,  the  Huflar  of  28  guns,  Captain  George,  t%v 
companies  of  (he  4th  r^menty  about  90  men,  and  one  company 
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of  ardllciy.  He  called  on  the  right  honourable  Secretary  to  ftand  up, 
and  dcdare  if  fuch  a  force  was  adequate  to  the  prote£lion  of  fuch  a 
Colony,  when  wc  had  to  contend  with  an  enemy  fo  aftive  ana 
powerful  as  France. 

Mr.  Dundas  had  faid,  to  the  chaige  he  formerly  brought  forward 
of  the  fcandalous  negledt,  that  Minifters  had  taken  ample  care  of 
this  Colony^  and  had  pxx)vided  fufiicient  force  for  its  protedlion,  for 
dut  in  Nova  Scotia  (here  were  9006  men,  and  in  Halifax  alone 
4000.  This  ilatement  he  explicitly  denied,  and  undertook  to  prove 
its  fallacy  at  die  bar  of  Ae  Houfe :  if,  as  Mr.  Dundas  &id,  the 
Colony  were  loyal,  wMch  he  perfectly  well  knew,  it  wsis  more  cri- 
nifiad  to  leave  it  deditute  and  expofed  to  the  enemy,  and  ready  to 
yield  to  any  force  that  might  be  fent  againft  it 

General  Wcntworth's  corps,  on  which  Mr.  Dundas  had  fo  much 
infiiled,  as  numerous,  well  chofen  and  well  appointed,  was  compos- 
ed of  not  more  than  350  men,  and  thofe  moft  wretchedly  feleded> 
and  not  recognized  by  General  Ogilvie.  As  to  the  opinion  of  Go- 
vernor Wcnt^'OTth  fo  much  boafted  of,  he  faid  it  could  not  be  foigot 
that  he  was  not  a  military  man,  but  merely  a  civilian  inveftcd  with 
a  military  rank  and  office  for  the  fake  of  the  emolument  attached  to 
Acm.  It  was  not  to  be  wondered  at,  that  a  Governor  fhould  be  in- 
clined to  think  well  of  his  own  provifion  for  defence.  The  new 
nifed  corps,  however,  was  defedive  both  in  numbers  and  equip- 
ment: 350  men,  and  thofe  not  (hong  and  athletic  young  men,  or 
difciplined  like  our  militia,  but  taken  (as  the  requifition  men  in 
France  are)  from  1 6  to  60  years  of  age. 

If  Mr.  Dundas  takes  flielter  undpr  Ae  declaration  of  Governor 
WcntwcMth  he  Ihould  then,  hp  deplared,  make  him  the  object  of  a 
fcrious  cfiargc. 

He  exprdTed  much  (urprifo  diatMr.  Dundas  had  only  read  on  a 
fcrmer  occaiion,  cxtrafts  of  the  Governor's  letters,  and  had  not 
fubmittcd  the  whole  of  them  to  the  Houfe.  He  wiftied  alfo  for  more 
infennadon  on  the  fubjeft  from  General  O^lvie,  who  was  Com- 
mander in  Chief  of  tlie  Colony. 

*  He  was  glad  to  fee  an  honourable  Adnural  (Gardner)  in  his 
place,  as  he  had  fome  queftions  to  put  to  him  of  great  importance, 
^cb,  from  his  ready  explanation  on  a  former  occafion,  he  was 
perfuaded  he  would  anfwer  without  referve.  He  could  not  afTent 
tft  that  focrecy  and  profeffional  myftcry  which  was  fomctimes  afFcft- 
cd.  Tlie  Houfe  was  and  ought  to  be  adequate  to  the  comprehcn- 
fon  of  all  fubjefts  conneded  ,with  the  welfare  of  the  kingdom. 
They  were  conftitutionally,  and  in  faft,  competent  to  decide  on 
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cline  animadverdng  on  the  attack  of  Martinique  at  prefent ;  though 
he  had  no  doubt  much  blame  was  due  to  Minifters,  for  dieix  con^ 
dufl  refpcifting  that  ifland. 

Admiral  Gardner  failed^  he  faid,  to  the  Weft  Indies  in  Fdaru- 
ary,  and  after  the  ill-planned  expedition*  agsunft  Martinique,  re- 
turned  again  to  England  with  a  convoy  on  the  a 4th  of  July.  By 
the  confeflion  of  the  Minifters,  the  expedition  againft  Martimque 
had  completely  failed  from  defe6live  information,  and  there  was  no 
other  objeft  in  the  Weft  Indies  on  which  our  fleet  could  be  bene- 
ficialiy  employed.  Admiral  Gardner,  he  was  bound  to  fuppofe, 
knew  of  force  on  the  American  coaft,  and  that  the  French  Admiral 
Sercy  had  failed  there ;  in  feft,  this  information  had  reached  him 
at  Barbadocs-  He  wifhed,  therefore,  to  a(k  him,  if  he  had  been 
ordered  pofitivcly  to  return  home,  or  whether  he  had  dire<3ions  to 
follow  Sercy  to  America  ? 

Admiral  Gardner  had  faid,  that  little  force  was  requifitc  to  con* 
voy  our  trade  to  die  Weft  Indies.    Was  it  not  obvious  that  Admi* 
ral  Sercy  might  think  exaflly  like  Admiral  Gardner  ?  and  if  fo, 
that  he  might  fend  a  fmall  force  home  with  the  French  ^dCy  and 
remain  himfelf  behind  with  the  greatcft  force,  to  plan  and  execute 
other  expeditions  ?  This  fuppolition  was  probable ;  fuppofing,  as 
Admiral  Gardner  had  (aid,  he  had  reafon  to  imagine  the  French 
trade  would  have  returned  to  Europe-— That  Lord  Howe  was  in 
the  channel  was  an  obje£lion  to  this  fuppofition  he  denied,  as  two 
additional  fail  of  the  line  would  have  been  no  fecurity  to  the  French 
trade  againft  Lord  Howe's  fleet ;  they  would  have  only  enriched 
the  prize ;  he  wifhed,  therefore,  to  a(k  if  Admiral  Gardner  had 
the  difcretion  to  watch  and  follow  Admiral  Sercy  r  and  if  fo,  why 
he  had  come  home  with  all  his  force,  except  two  fail  of  the  linCf 
which  he  fent  to  Jamaica  as  a  convoy,  when  he  aflerted  that  a  great 
convoy  was  ufelefs  ?  There  was  no  particular  call  for  the  honour* 
able  Admiral's  fervicCi  at  home,  nor  that  of  his  fleet. — He  had  not 
fince  been  employed  in  any  very  adtive  fcrvice,  nor  would  he  have 
been  lefs  of  ufe  to  his  country,  in  watching  and  following  the  ene- 
my on  the  coaft  of  America.     Nothing  that  he  faw  prevented  the 
Admiral  going  to  Halifax  to  winter,  or  at  leaft  he  might  have  fent 
part  of  his  fquadron  there.    This,  hfc  thought,  he  fhould  have  done, 
unlefs  he  had  received  pofitive  information  that  the  French  Adaii* 
ral  had  failed  to  Europe.     That  Admiral  Gardner  was  expelled  at 
Halifax  he  knew, from  various  fources  of  information.     Captain 
Norris,  who  fucceeded  Captain  Courtney  in  the  command  of  the 
Bofton,  when  he  fell  in  the  vcty  gallant  a£Uon  with  the  Ambufcadc, 
had  written  to  Halifax  under  the  prefumption  that  Admiral  Gardner 
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vas  there :   and  he  was  fQ  much  othenvife  expcfled  that  cattle  was 
bought  up  for  vidualling  the  fquadron  under  his  command.— That 
Halifax,  being  defencclefs,  was  in  danger,  he  affertcd,  and  wojild 
prove  at  the  bar  of  the  jftoufe*     He  had  evidence  that  vcflels  were 
actually  fitted  out  at  New- York,  for  an  expedition  agaiuft  Halifax, 
under  Admiral  Sercy ;  and  that  nothing  but  a  moil  fortunate  acci* 
dent  [the   mutiny  on  board  the  French  fleet]  had  pievented  it* 
The  HuiTar  had  been  followed  nearly  from  the  coaft  of  America  to 
Halifax,   and  the  force  there  was  well  known  to  the  Fretich.     At 
that  tune  Halifax  was  fo  deftirute  and  defencclefs,  diat  the  cannon 
in  many  ports  was  not  mounted,  and  the  fortifications  were  in  a 
ftaie  of  ruin.     There  were  on  fhore  only  90  men  of  the  4th  regi- 
ment, one  company  of  artillery,  and  350  ill-difciplined  and  wretched 
nulida*  % 

He  called  therefore  ftrongly  on  Mr.  Dundas  cidier  from  better 
recoUcdlion  to  admit  the  truth  of  this  dcfcription,  or  to  maintain 
his  former  affertion  of  the  rcfpcflablc  ftatc  of  defence  in  which  the 
colony  was  at  that  time.  He  was  fure  two  frigates  mi^thavc 
taken  Halifax,  and  have  deftroyed  all  the  (lores  and  naval  maga- 
»nes. 

He  thought  that  leaving  the  American  coaft  defencclefs  was 
hi^y  impolitic,  not  only  whh  refpecl  to  our  trade,  but  alfo  with 
rcfpcdl  to  the  appearance  we  ought*  to  have  kept  up  to  America,  to 
whom  we  (hould  at  that  time  have  conduced  ourfelvcs  in  fuch  a 
manner  as  to  raife  their  opinion  of  our  adivity  and  force,  particu- 
larly by  fca. 

All  his  letters,  he  declared,  exprefled  great  aftonifliment  at  the 
declarations  made  by  Mr.  Dundas,  of  die  ftate  of  fecurity  of  Hali- 
fax. It  was  w^ell  known  that  the  troops  had  been  withdrawn  to 
enforce  the  expedition  againft  Martinique,  both  from  Nova  Scotia 
and  New  Brunfwick.  This  at  the  time  was  unknown  to  the  agents 
of  the  regiments,  and  even  to  the  Secretary  at  War.  From  New 
Brunfwick  to  Halifax,  the  place  of  rendezvous,  they  were  fent 
without  convoy,  and  cxpofed  to  the  fhips  of  war  and  privateers  of 
the  enemy. 

It  never  was  fo  eifential  to  look  high  and  po^'crful  in  the  eyes 
of  America,  as  when  we  were  infulting  her  by  arbitrary  orders  of 
council,  and  when  it  was  but  too  evident  we  had  eftranged  her  good 
will ;  at  fuch  a  time  the  honour  of  the  Britifb  flag  ihould  have 
been  doubly  guarded. 

If  too,  as  Mr.  Dundas  had  laid,  it  was  doubtful  how  far  the 
Bridih  flag  in  an  armed  fhip  would  have  been  welcome  in  an  Ame- 
rican port^  the  fufpicion  bccanie  fo  much  the  (bx>nger  that  the      ^^ 
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Americans  would  aflift  the  French,  and  in  that  view,   it  was  the 
more  incumbent  on  us  to  prote6l  our  flag  from  infult,    inftead  of 
having  it  expofed  ias  we  had  done  to  the  mercy  of  our  enemies.     If 
neither  a  defire  to  protect  our  trade  or  colonics,  or  to  maintain  the 
credit  of  a'w  flag,  could  inftigate  MiniAers  to  fend  a  force  then:, 
they  ihould,  in  point  of  policy,  have  taken  advantage  of  die  favour- 
able opportunity  which  the  improper  conduft  of  Genet,  the  French 
Minifter,  gave  us,  of  conciliating  the  Americans.     From  the  com- 
mencement of  the  war  to  Odlober,  when  the  mutiny  broke  out  on 
board  the  French  fleet,  the  whole  coaft  of  America  was  left  dcfti- 
tute :  the  panic  was  not  confined  to  Halifax,  it  extended   even  to 
Canada ;  and  Lord  Dbrchefter  had  taken  fudden  precautions  ^gain/l 
an  attack.   *  New  Brunfwick  had  been  put  in  the  beft  ftate  of  dc- 
feitce  of  which  it  was  capable.     It  had  been  left  too,  at  the  moment 
of  peril,  deftitute  of  force  fufficient  to  refift  a  Angle  frigate.      Such 
was  our  want  of  naval  force,  that  tlie  Earl  of  Mansfield,  a  hrge 
and  valuable  (hip,  laden  with  naval  (lores,  came  to  Halifax  from 
Nova  Scotia  without  a  convoy,  and  for  want  of  one  it  was  now  de- 
tained at  a  heavy  expence,  46  ol.  a  month.     So  great  was  the 
9larm,  that  at  Halifax  the  inhabitants,  the  Governor  and  all,  be- 
gan to  remove  their  furniture,  through  fear  of  the  enemy. 

Thefe  being  his  afTertions,  wWch  he  undertook  to  prove  at  the 
bar,  it  was  incumbent  on  the  Houfe  to  inveftigate  the  bufineft ;  (i>r 
citfier  he,  or  thofe  he  charged,  (liould  be  brought  to  (hame.  He 
ihould  propofe  thq  produ<SlIon  of  all  papers  relating  to  die  fubjed, 
as  proper  evidence,  which  he  would  complete  by  oral  te(timony  at 
the  *bar.  He  wi(hed  the  right  honourable  Secretaiy  to  come  fairly 
forward,  and  not  to  come  down  with  the  weight  of  official  authority, 
and  read  a  few  extracts.  In  the  prcfent  cafe  there  were  no  circum- 
ftanecs  that  rendered  a  difclofure  of  fads  improper. 

All  he  had  advanced,  he  demanded  only  permiflion  to  prove  a( 
Ac  bar  of  the  Houfe.  It  was  riot  for  him  to  fay  why  a  governor 
put  a  good  face  on  his  own  exertions,  and  fpoke  of  die  fecurity  of 
that  which  had  never  l)cen  attacked :  neither  was  he  to  fpcak  of  the 
motives  which  might  induce  a  colonel  to  fpeak  handfomely  of  his 
pwn  corps,  from  which  he  received  emolument,  at  the  fame  time 
*  that  he  jpromoted  die  patronage  of  Government. 

He  wi(hed  to  have  the  authority  of  General  Og^vie,  whom  he 
diought  mo(t  competent  to  decide  on  military  fubjecis.  He  himfclf 
ihould  produce  in  proof  of  what  he  aflerted,  the  evidence  of  officers 
who  had  ferved  at  Hali&x,  of  eminent  engineers  who  were  perfcdly 
acquainted  with  the  colony,  and  likewife  of  Members  of  the  Councii 
at  Halifax.    So  confident  was  he  of  die  h&s  which  he  had  aiTcrted^ 
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and  the  competence  of  his  proof,  that  if  any  merchant  of  repute 
who  had  correfpondence  at  Halifax  ^Vouid  fay  that  the  general  tenor 
of  his  letters  fiom  thence  were  not  of  the  fame  complexion  tliat  he 
had  defcribed.  he  declared  he  was  readv  to  take  on  himfelf  that 
fliame  and  criminality  he  was  convinced  he  (hould  fix  on  others. 

He  meant  not  only  to  chaige  on  Minifters  a  highly  criminal  ne- 
gled,  but  alfo  to  couple  with  that  chaise  another  againft  Mr*  Dundas 
or  Governor  Wentworth,  of  having  grofsly  deceived  the  Houfe 
of  Commons  on  a  very  important  fubje£t  at  a  very  critical  time. 
Nothing  could  more  (hew  the  fallacy  of  Mr.  Pitt's  principles  againft 
inquiry,  than  their  (landing  in  oppo(ition  to  fuch  (bong  and  concur* 
rent  teftimonies  of  dangerous  negleS.  So  important  did  this  prin- 
ciple of  inquiry  now  appear,  that  rather  than  fubmit  to  any  dimi- 
nution of  it,  he  Ihould  give  it  as  his  opinion  that  tho(e  who  brou^ 
forward  thefe  inquiries,  (hould  themfelves  be  expofed  to  animadver- 
i\on  if  they  failed  in  making  them  good. 

He  particularly  condemned  all  attempts  in  Minifters  to  di<£hute 
their  opinions  to  that  Houfe.  Neither  the  time  nor  manner  of  it» 
proceeding  was  fubjedl,  he  contended,  to  their  authority. 

He  concluded,  by  moving  for  the  following  papers  : 

1.  ExtraQs  of  accounts  from  Governor  Wentworth. 

2.  All  ofGcial  accounts  relative  to  Halifax. 

3.  All  official  accounts  from  General  Ogilvie. 

4.  Returns  of  efFcdlive  force. 

5.  Correfpondence  between  Miniilers  and  General  Ogilvie. 

6.  Extrafts  of  journals  of  papers  tranfmitted  in  1793,  through 

the  Poftmafter-General  to  M  inifters. 

,  Mr.  Secretary  Dundas  faid,  that  the  threat  which  the  honoura- 
ble gentleman  had  thrown  out  towards  the  conclu(ion  of  his  fpeech, 
was  of  a  mol\  ferious  nature,  if  the  fadls  which  had  been  brought 
forw-ard  were  in  any  degree  fubftantiated  by  evidence.  Though 
he  was  not  appreheniive  of  the  confequences  of  a  fair  and  candid 
inquiry,  yet  he  acknowledged  he  felt  confiderable  difficulty  as  to 
the  condu^  he  was  to  purfue  upon  the  prefent  occafion,  and  the 
nature  of  the  obfervations  he  wifhed  to  offer  in  reply  to  the  hono- 
rable gentleman's  remarks.  He  did  not  conceive  that  it  was  re- 
quiiite  to  produce  any  papers  which  related  to  the  naval  or  military 
eflablifbments  of  the  country,  or  to  the  manner  in  which  they  had 
been  employed ;  and  he  begged  leave,  in  the  mod  unequivocal 
manner,  to  repeat  the  information  he  had  received  from  General 
Wentworth,  and  once  more  to  expreCs  his  firm  reliance  on  its 
authenticity.  3 
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'    After  thefe  preliminary  declarations,  he  muft  in  the  firft  place, 
recall  the  attention  of  the  Houfe  to  an  obfervation  which,  diough 
fiom  the  frequency  of  its  occurrence  it  had  been  denominated  the 
oommon-plcice  argument  of  Adminiftration,    yet,  in  his   opinion, 
had  loft  nothing  of  its  weight  and  validity  fn>m  the  different  pe- 
riods at  which  it  had  been  repeated  and  enfoYced.     The  cinrum- 
ftances  to  which  he  alluded,   was  the  very  narrow  peacc-eftablifh- 
mcnt  of  the  country,  a  circumftance  which  had  compelled  him, 
however  unwilling,  to  weaken  our  force  at  Halifax,  and  impofeii 
that  line  of  condud  upon  him  as  a  matter  of  neceffity,  and  not  of 
choice.     That  fuch  was  the  real  ftate  ot  the  cafe,  would  appear 
from  attending  to  the  various  orders  which  had  been  iiTucd  by  his 
Majefty's  Miniftcrs  on  the  breaking  out  of  the  war.      At  the 
commencement  of  hoftilitics,    three  regiments  were  ftationcd  in 
Nova  Scotia  and  New  Brunfwick,  and  fevcral  others  in  our  dif- 
ferent Weft  India  iflands.     At  this  conjundure,  the  fafcty  of  our 
Weft  India  Iflands  was  the  moft  material  and   preflfing  objed, 
it  being  tiie  firft  intention  of  the  French  to  excite  internal  diiTcn- 
tions  in  our  iflands,  by  alluring  the  negroes  to  revolt,  ib  far  back 
as  the  autumn  of  1 792.  That  infurrcdlion  was  more  to  be  dreaded 
than  any  foreign  attack,   and  it  therefore  became  indifpcnfably  ne- 
ceflary  to  remove  part  of  our  force  from  Nova  Scotia  to  the  Weft 
Indies ;    and  a  regiment  was  accordingly  fcnt  thither,  as  well  as 
forces  from  Gibraltar  and  other  quarters.     He  was  induced  to 
withdraw  tlicfe  troops  from  Nova  Scotia,  becaufe  the  darker  ap- 
peared to  be  lefs  prcfling;    and  from  the  warlike  difpofltion  of  the 
fcttlcrs,  who  wxre  all  accuftomed  to  arms,  the  colony  was  provided 
with  every  means  of  internal  defence.     He  had  not,  therefore,  nc- 
gjicdcd  this  colony,  from  his  having  been  overloaded  with  public 
bufinefs,  according  to  thd  inftnuation  of  the  honourable  gentleman ; 
but  he  had  ferioufly  and  deliberately  removed  thefe  regiments,  from 
a  amvidlion  that  the  proteAion  of  the  fettlement  mi^c  be  fafeiy  en- 
trufted  to  the  efficacious  militia  to  which  he  had  alluded,  efpeciaily 
when  aflTiftcd  by  the  great  quantity  of  military  Roks  which  were  dc» 
pofitcd  in  the  arfenal  at  Halifax. 

As  to  the  Governor  of  the  province  (Governor  Wentworth),  he 
could  only  fay>  that  he  believed  there  was.  no  perfon  of  more  dif- 
tinguifhed  merit,  or  more  perfedly  qualified  for  the  fitoadon  he 
filled,  tlian  that  gentleman.  And  though  the  honourable  gentle- 
man had  thought  proper  to  amufe  himfelf  with  fome  fuggcftions  to 
that  gentleman's  difadvantage,  from  fuppofing  that  tiiat  olSicer  had 
received  loool.  for  his  regiment,  independent  of  his  pay,  which 
fuppolition  was^  however,  totally  unfounded ;  yet  it  viuft  be  xccd« 
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lected,   that  no  Governor  ever  yet  was  prone  to  exaggerate  the 
ftrcngth  of  the  place  he  commanded^    and  therefore  his  teftimony 
was  entitled  to  every  degree  of  credit.  .  He  would  not  trouble  the 
Houfe  with  again  reading  over  this  gentleman's  letters,  but  would 
content  himfelf  with  once  more  declaring,  in  general  terms,  his  moft 
cordial  aflcnt  to  the  truth  of  their  contents.     It  had  likewife  been 
rcprcfented,  that  no  mention  had  been   made  by  him  of  General 
Ogilvie,   who  was  the  Commander  in  Chief ;    but  this,  he  took 
upon  himfelf  to  fay  was    a  miftake,  as  he  had  particularly  men- 
tioned the  receiving  of  two  letters  from  that  gentleman,  giving  an 
account  of  the  ftate  of  defence  which  Halifax  was  in  both  in  March 
and  Ai^iuft  laft-     He  could  likewife  appeal  to  the  letters,  of  Cap* 
tain  George  of  the  Huflar,  in  which  he  particularly  Aated  the  con- 
dition of  the  fortifications  at  Halifax,   tJic  numbers  of  men  which 
could  be  employed  to  defend  them ;  and  the  general  opinion  of  the 
colonies  with  regard  to  the  fafety  of  the  province.     Thcfe  accounts 
he  beKeved  to  be  authentic ;  and  though  he  could  not  boaft  of  any 
correfpondents  at  Falmouth,  like  the  honourable  gentleman,  yet 
he  thought  he  might  venture  to  aflume  to  himfelf,   upon  that  oc- 
calion,  an  equal  degree  of  credit. 

The  laft  authority  he  (hould  refer  to,  was  that  of  Brigadier  Ma- 
jor Hod^on,  who,  in  the  courfe  of  his  correfpondence  with  him^ 
had  expreflfed  his  forrow  that  the  French  had  not  ventured  upon 
an  attack,  as  fuch  an  attempt  would  only  ultimately  redound  to  the 
gbry  of  the  officers  and  men  of  whom  the  garrifon  confifted*  Mr. 
Dundas  then  read  Major  Hodgfon's  letter,  containing  a  particular 
account  of  the  ftate  of  Halifax,  and  the  foitifications  in  its  neigh- 
bourhood. 

Mr.  Dundas  then  proceeded  to  obferve,  that  as  to  the  tranfports 
and  convoys  of  which  die  honourable  gentleman  had  faid  fo  much; 
as  to  die  tranfports,  in  the  firft  place,  he  muft  retork,  that  it  was 
certadnly  proper  to  concert  the  beft  means  to  tranfport  the  51ft  re- 
giment from  Nova  Scotia  to  the  Weft  Indies,  and  nothing  was 
more  likely  than  it  would  have  been  poffible  to  have  tranfportcd  by 
means  of  thofe  veffels  which  fail  from  Newfoundland  in  the  winter 
to  the  Weft  Indies,  and  return  from  thence  in  April  or  May.— 
Under  thcfe  circumftances,  and  wirii  this  method  of  obtaining 
tranfports,  it  would  have  been  the  height  of  folly  in  him  to  em- 
ptoy  any  diips  for  that  particular  purpofe,  efpecially  when  it  was 
confidercd  that  at  that  time  we  were  under  the  immediate  neceffity 
of  (itdng  out  a  fleet  for  the  Channel,  arid  fending  another  to  the 
Mediterranean,  and  on  the  commencement  ofthe  war  vie  had  only 
'3>ooo.feamcn  onour  eftabliftiment.     A^  foon,  however,  as  the 
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fleet  was  fitted  out,  the  Alligator  was  fent  out  as  a  convoy  .to  the 
tranfports,  by  an  exprcfs  order  of  the  Admiralty,  and  intimation 
of  her  having  failed^  was  fent  to  Halifax  by  Ac  packet  to  New 
York ;  and  from  the  latter  to  the  former  place  there  ftill  inter- 
vened a  paflage  of  five  weeks,  fo  that  the  account  could  not  arrive 
there  till  the  latter  end  of  April  or  the  be^nning  of  May ;  and 
from  the  concurrence  of  thcfe  circumftances,  it  certainly  could  only 
remain  to  leave  the  officers  to  a£l  according  to  their  own  difcrction. 
It  was,  however,  not  optional  in  him  to  z6k  in  the  manner  he  had 
done  with  regard  to  Halifax  ;  but  the  event  had  proved,  that  he 
was  well  warranted  in  fuppofing  that  Nova  Scotia  would  not  be  at- 
tacked, and  that  our  forces  might  be  more  ufefully  employed  in 
another  quarter.  In  confequence  of  their  having  been  fo  employed, 
the  ifland  of  Tobago,  and  St.  Pierre  and  Miquelon,  had  been  r» 
duced ;  fo  tliat  the  honourable  gentleman,  after  threatening  many 
inquiries  into  die  mifcarriagcs  and  misfortunes  of  the  war,  was 
now  propofing  an  inquirj'^  into  die  good  fuccefs  with  which  it  had 
been  attended. 

The  honourable  gentleman  had  entered  into  a  comparative  ef- 
timatc  of  die  peace  cftabliflimcnt  in  Nova  Scoda,  immediately 
previous  to  tRe  breaking  out  of  hoftilities,  and  at  many  former  pe- 
riods of  our  hiftoiy  ;  but  if  he  contended  that  fix  regiments  were  rc- 
quifite  in  time  of  peace  to  protcdl  Halifax  and  Nova  Scotia,  let  him 
no  longer  arraign  MInifiers,  and  infill  upon  a  farther  redudion  of 
our  peace  eftablifhments,  when,  in  confequence  of  that  redudion, 
he  was  now  complainiog  of  our  inefficient  and  feeble  exertions. 

The  honourable  gentleman  had  likewife  complained  of  the  at- 
tempts of  the  Miniftr)'  to  feparate  the  reprefentadves  of  the  country 
from  tiicir  conftltuents,  by  difcouraging  petitions  to  the  Hoiife  of 
Commons ;  but  perhaps  that  part  of  their  condudt  might  arife  fix>m 
Miniftcrs  uniformly  difcovering  that  die  petitions  of  diefc  ccmftitu- 
ents  were  exa(My  fquared  to  the  wiflies  of  thofe  reprcfcntativcs ;  and 
a  recent  proof  of  this  remark  would  be  found,  by  recurring  to  the 
contents  of  a  letter  wTiich  liad  been  franked  by  an  honourable  Mem- 
ber (Mr.  Grey)  to  Nottingham  ;  and  the  fame  remark  would  apply 
to  the  letter  on  which  the  honourable  gentleman  had  commented,  and 
which  had  been  inferted  in  one  of  the  morning  papers.    The  honour- 
able gendeman  had  likewife,  with  great  pleafantry  and  good  humour, 
endeavoured  to  invite  the  honourable  Admiral  (Admiral  Gardner)  to 
a  converfation ;  but  he  was  well  perfuaded,  that  that  officer  was  tod 
much  on  his  guard  to  betray  his  infirut^ions,  by  means  of  any  in« 
iinuadons» 
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Upon  the  whole,  when  it  was  conddered,  that  on  the  foundation 
of  a  narrow  peace  cftablifhment,  we  were  obliged  to  fit  out  a  fleet 
for  the  Mediteminean,  the  Channel,  and  the  Weft  Indies,  it  would 
be  found  difficult  to  have  had  one  at  the  time  alluded  to  on  the  Ame- 
rican flation,  cfpecially  when  it  was  confidcrcd  that  the  French  fleet 
which  was  originally  defigncd  *  >r  the  protediion  of  their  Weft- India 
trade,  was  only  carried  thither  by  accident. .  He  would  therefore 
\*ote  againft  any  inquiry,  though  he  had  no  objedions  to  produce 
any  papers  which  could,  with  proprietj^,  be  brought  forward. 

Mr.  GREY  defired  for  a  moment  to  draw  the  attention  of  the 
Houfc  to  a  fubjeft  which  he  admitted  to  be  in  a  great  degree  pcrr 
fonal,  but  which  it  was  neceflary  for  him  to  notice.     A  letter  had 
hcen  mentioned,  upon  which  he  fhould  beg  leave  to  make  fome 
explanation  to  theHoufe,  and  he  hoped  for  the  indulgence  of  the 
Houfe  while  he  made  it,  as  it  became  neceflfaiy  for  him  to  do  fo,- 
after  the  ufe  which  the  right  honourable  gentleman^ who  fpoke  laft 
had  made  of  the  letter  alluded  to.  • '  If  he  had  been  aware  of  that 
fubjed,   he  (hould  certaiYily  have  brought  the  letter  itfelf,  but  he 
believed  he  could  ftate  the  contents  of  it  pretty  accurately  from  me- 
mory, and  leave  to  the  gentlemen  who  wiflied  fo  much  to  make  ufc 
of  it,  all  the  advantages  they  could  get ;  and  he  hoped  that  this 
public  explanation  would  be  fatisfadlorj^  and  that  it  would  do  away 
all  the  private  calumnies  and  whifpers  which  had  of  late  been  fhame- 
fully  diflTcminatec^on  this  and  other  topics.     A  Mr.  Harrifon  came 
to  him,  as  having  fuffered  materially  from  the  conduit  of  the  Ma- 
^ftrates  of  Birmingham  laft  fummer,  who,  in  hi?  opinion,  had 
aftcd  oppreflTively  towards  him,  and  therefore  he  brought  his  adion 
againft  thofe  Magiftrates,  in'tlie  event  of  which,  however,  he  was 
foiled.     This  man  appeared  to  him  to  be  an  honeft  man :  he  faid 
Uc  was  acquainted  with  a  great  many  manufacturers  at  Sheffield, 
who  apprehended  they  might  be  ruined  in  their  fortune  by  this  war, 
w^d  wiftied  to  know  if  they  could  have  any  redrcfe,  if  they  brought 
the  matter  tlicy  complained  of  before  Parliament.     It  was  not  his 
cuftom  to  refufe  to  a  poor  man  a  hearing  ;  it  was  neidier  his  prin- 
ciple nor  his  pradtice  to  do  fo :  he  exan-.incd  into  the  cafe  of  diis 
poor  man,  and  his  opinion  was,  that  nothing  could  be  done  for  the 
relief  of  him  bv  Parliament :  but  he  told  him,  whatever  he  could 
<iofoT  him  pcrfonally,  he  was  ready  to  do.     He  faid  that  he  could 
fupport  liim  in  the  falc  of  razors,  which  he  dealt  in.     Mr.  Grey 
bought  of  him  two  guineas  worth,  and  he  muft  obfer\x  to  the  Houfc 
they  appeared  to  him,  at  leaft  in  point  of  loplty,  to  be  unexception-. 
J»Wc razors,  for  "  God  fave  the  King"  was  mariced  upon  one  fide, 
*Qd  **  Long  live  the  Conftitution"  on  the  other,  of  each  of  them.  . 
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He  then  entered  into  converfation  with  this  man  on  the  con<Ju6l  of 
the  people  of  Sheffield  ;  he  attempted  to  argue  with  him,  that  the 
fyftem  of  univerfal  reprefentation,  which  they  fought  for,  would  not 
be  produdive  of  the  benefits  they  feemed  to  expefi  from  it ;  but  he 
found  himfttlf  unable  to  contend  with  this  man  upon  that  fubjc6t,  fo 
ftrongly  had  he  fortified  himfelf  with^irgumcnts  from  the  authority 
of  the  Duke  of  Richmond  ;  and  whatever  he  could  advance  againft 
the  fyftem  of  univerfal  reprefcntation,  this  man  had  perpetually,  at 
the  end  of  every  fcntence,  the  Duke  of  Riclimond  in  his  mouth :  he 
faid,  that  one  man  had  as  good  a  right  as  another  could  have  to  be 
reprcfented,  and  that  if  one  man  was  excluded,  fo  might  another  ; 
and'  that  upon  that  principle  every  thing  was  to  be  governed  by  the 
will  and  difcretion  of  individuals.     In  fliort,  Mr.  Grey  faid,  diat 
all  the  ai^guments  he  could  urge,  were  inadequate  to  the  purpofe  of 
convincing  this  man,  and  he  was  obliged  to  make  way  to  the  fenti- 
ments  of  the  Duke  of  Richmond,  fo  that  at  laft  he  was  compelled 
to  give  up  the  debate,  and  they  then  went  to  the  fubjedl  of  the  prc- 
fent  war :  he  fui  J  it  had  produced  great  diftrefs  in  Sheffield,  and  in 
other  manufeAuring  towns,  and  told  him  that  it  was  their  inten- 
tion to  prefent  a  petition  on  that  fubjcft.     He  told  the  man  he 
thought  that  a  proper  mcafure,   and  added,  he  believed  that  if  pe- 
titions were  general,  that  would  be  produdlive  of  a  very  good  cfTed. 
He  now  laid  the  fame  thing ;  for  he  ftill  believed,  that  if  petitions 
were  general  againft  the  war,  they  would,  and  muft  be,  produflivc 
of  a  good  effijd.     The  man  then  alked  him,  "  Whetlier  the  peti- 
tion ihould  be  addrefied  to  the  King,  or  to  the  Houfe  of  Commons  V 
He  anfwered,  perhaps  to  both  ;  but  that  his  opinion  yras,  and  al- 
ways had  been,  that  the  objeft  of  a  petition  would  be  better  anfwer- 
ed by  being  addrefied  to  the  Houfe  of  Conwnons,  becaufe  there  was 
the  beft  chance  of  its  being  made  known  to  the  Public.     After  that, 
he  franked  for  him  fome  blank  covers,  among  M'hich  was  one  to  a 
man  of  the  name  of  Shipley :  this  letter,  it  feems,  went  not  to  the 
perfon  it  was  intended  for,  but  to  fomebody  elfe  of  that  name,  who 
tranfmitted  it  to  one  of  the  Members  for  Nottingham,  and  fnxn 
thence,  with  due  care  and  diligence,  it  came  to  the  Secretary  of 
State.     This  letter  was  to  the  following  cfFedl :  "  Citizen  Shipley 
has  feen  Mr.  Grey,  who  thinks  that  a  petition  ought  to  be  prcfented, 
and  lie  wifties  that  as  many  petitions  fhould  be  prcfentcd  aspolfiblc. 
He  thinks  that  a  petitii^n  fliould  not  be  from  the  people  to  the  King, 
but  to  the  Parliament ;  for  he  fays,  that  if  we  petition  the  King,  it 
will  be  left  at  the  Secretary  of  State's  Office,  and  no  notice  will  be 
taken  of  it."     The  letter  tlien  proceeded  to  Hate,  that  fifteen  hun- 
dred perfons  met  at  the  Glohc  Tavern  in  Fleet  ftrcct,  and  had  provcJ 
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thcmfdves   true  friends  to  the  people.     The  letter  was  fignedy 
"  John  Harrifon,  a  Sans  Culottc,"      Now,  Mr.  Grey  faid,  he 
was  not  afraid  of  any  impreflion  that  might  be  received  from  the 
publication  of  tliis  letter,  nor  of  the  fentiments  h«  had  expreffed  to 
this  poor  man  ;  he,  on  the  contrary,  was  very  happy  tliat  the  whole 
was  made  public.     He  maintained  die  principles  he  had  mentioned; 
they  were  not  new,  and  they  were  not  liis  own  "originally,  but  they 
were  the  principles  of  men  in  high  fitilations,  in  die  confidence  of 
the  Sovereign  at  this  time :  men  who  were  profecuting,  with  unre- 
lenting feverity,  other  mifled  and  poor  perfons,  for  adopting  tlieir  opi- 
nions.     If  they  had  any  thing  to  layagainft  him,  let  them  come 
forward  with  a  charge,  and  propofe  to  cenfure  his  conduit  if  they, 
thought  fit,  and  he  would  meet  them  upon  that  gmund. 

Mr.   Secretary  DUNDAS  faid,    he  was  forry  the  honourable 

gentleman  had  been  fo  very  unfuccefsful  in  arguing  againft  the 

Duke  of  Richmond,  and  had  allowed  himfelf  to  be  beat  on  rtiat 

fubjcft.      He  Ihould  think  the  hcMiourable  gentleman,  had  he  been 

very  much  in  earneft,  might  have  had  a  good  deal  to  fay  on  die 

other  fide.     As  to  the  obfervation  of  attending  to  the  opinions  of 

the  poor,   as  well  as  the  rich,  he  wa^not  at  all  defirous  of  denying 

the  merits  of  fuch  a  conduft  ;  but  perhaips  it  might  be  a  little  lelTon 

to  the  honourable  gentleman  whom  he  converfcd  fo  freely  with,  for 

the  report  of  the   converfation  was  not  very  accurately  detailed  by 

this  Sans  Culotte,  aH  of  whofe  loyalty  he  was  afraid  was  only  to  be 

found  on  the  blades  of  his  razors. 

Mr.  GREY  replied,  that  he  could  not  treat  harflily  thofc  perfons 
who  were  zealous,  though  miftaken.  He  did  not  diink  that  men 
ftiould  be  imprifoned  or  exiled  for  the  opinions  whicli  the  leading 
Members  of  Adminiftration  had  once  avowed.  - 

Major  MAITL  AND  entered  pretty  much  at  large  into  a  refuta- 
tion of  the  aigumcnts  adduced  by  Mr.  Dund^,  and  contended,  that 
ftripping  Halifax  of  the  few  troops  which  were  ftationed  diere  was  a 
matter  not  of  ncceflity,  but  of  choice  in  the  Minifters.     Neceflity 
may  be  admitted  as  a  plea  in  defenfivc  operations,  but  it  could  not 
be  through  neceflity,  or  in  our  own  defence,  that  we  fcnt  troops  to 
St.  Pierre,  Mlquclon,  and  Martinique.      In  fad,  the  difaftcr  in 
the  laft  place  fell  principally  upon  the  regiments  drawn  from  the 
garrifon  of  Halifax.     He  faid,  the  condudt  of  Admiral  Gardner 
required  particular  explanation,  as  the  n^left  of  Halifax  refiei^ed 
Wamc  either  upon  him  or  tlie  Minifters  who  gave  him  inftrudtions, 
and  as  to  the  opinion  of  Governor  Wentworth,  he  denied,  that,  in  a 
military  point  of  view,  it  could  be  received  as  any  kind  of  autliority. 
That  gentleman  it  was  faid,  was  not  to  receive  any  pay  in  confequencc 
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of  being  Colonel  of  the  fencible  re^mcnt,  but  as  It  was  acknowledged 
that  he  had  the  appointment  of  his  own  officers,  it  was  dear  diat  he 
pofleffed  that  which  was  the  moft  valuable  part  of  fuch  an  appcint- 
ment.  Thi$  regiment,  however,  was  not  calculated  for  any  purpofc 
of  defence,  and  fo  dcftitute  of  difcipline  as  to  be  unfit  for  any  duty. 
He  was  ready  to  prove  at  their  bar,  upon  teftimony  full  as  rcfpccl- 
able  as  that  of  Major  Hodgfon,  that  the  Commander  in  Chief  re- 
fufed  to  employ  them  in  any  line  of  fervice,  and  that  no  part  of  the 
inSitution  was  approved  of  by  ham. 

The  militia  upon  which  Mr.  Dundas  rcfted  fo  much  for  dcficnce 
was  uncloathed,  undifciplined,  and  unfurnifhed  with  any  other  arms 
than  what  each  individual  could  provide  for  himfelf.    It  confided  of 
every  perfon  in  the  Colony  from  die  age  of  1 6  to  60,  and  could  be 
confidered  as  no  better  than  the  poffe  comltaius  of  the  countT}%      The 
regular  troops  were  fo  few  that  the  Governor  and  Commander  in 
Chief  were  not  able  to  flif nifh  themfelvcs  with  the  ufual  complemen- 
tary centinels  to  ftand  at  their  doors.     As  to  the  52  guns  faid  to  be 
mounted  on  different  batteries,  they  formed  no  fort  of  defence  againfl 
an  invading  enemy,  as  the  500  men  of  which  Governor  Wcntworth's 
regiment  was  compofed,  would  be  infufficicnt  to  man  them  with  die 
neceffary  relief  fuppofing  them  to  have  no  other  employment  what- 
ever. 

Admiral  GARDNER  juftified  himfelf  as  to  his  condud  in  Ac 
Weft  Indies,  and  faid  he  was  ready  to  afford  what  proteftion  he  could 
to  an/  part  of  His  Majefty's  dominions  that  flood  in  need  of  it.  He 
faid  he  was  a  young  Member  of  Parliament,  and  unacquainted  widi 
the  forms  of  that  Houfe :  he  was  r«ady  to  anfwer  for  his  condudi  if 
any  inquiry  was  made  into.it,  but  he  did  not  think  it  his  duty  to 
give  an  account  of  the  orders  he  aftcd  under.  He  declared  he  never 
heard,  while  he  was  in  his  ftation,  that  Halifax  was  in  danger  be- 
fore he  came»away  with  the  fquadron  under  his  command,  or  he 
ftiould  have  afforded  it  all  the  aid  he  could. 

For  the  four  months,  however  that  he  remained  at  Baxfoadoes, 
from  April  to  Auguft,  though  he  had  repeated  corrcfpondcncc  with 
that  Colony,  he  never  heard  a  word  of  apprchenfion  for  its  fafcty. 

Mr.  SHERIDAN,  in  reply  faid,  what  he  wifhcd  moft  particu- 
larly to  know  had  been  carefully  concealed,  namely,  whether,  after 
the  Winchelfea  reached  Admiral  Gardner,  that  officer  had  afted 
according  to  his  own  difcretion,  or  whedier  he  was  tied  up  from 
affifting  Halifax  by  the  orders  of  Government.  The  preffing  necef- 
fity  of  his  prefence  at  home,  had  indeed  been  ftated  as  the  caufe  of  his 
negleft  of  Halifax  ;  but  it  did  not  appear  that  the  ncccffity  was  at 
1  preffing,  fincc  he  came  home  at  great  Icifure,  nor  could  the  fcr* 
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tice  in  the  Mediterranean  be  alledged  in  vindication  of  his  return  and 
abandonment  of  Halifax,  fince  the  Englilh  fleet  failed  for  the  Me- 
diterranean in  May,  and  Admiral  Gardner  did  not  arrive  in  Europe 
till  0£k>ber.     If  the  Admiral  obeyed  his  orders,  he  mud  approve 
his  conduct  as  far  as  it  perfonally  related  to  him  ;  but  if  he  had  a  dif- 
crctionary  power,  he  muil  ftrongly  condemn  it.     It  had  been  faid, 
who  can  attack  Halifax  in  the  winter  ?  And  fram  this  it  would  be 
inferred,  that  die  Admiral,  in  leaving  it  to  its  fate,  had  left  it  in  no 
danger  ;  but  he  muft  inform  the  Houfe,  that  during  the  iaft  forty- 
five  years  there  had  not  been  more  than  three  fevere  frofts,  and  it 
might  be  fairly  calculated  that  the  harbour  was  not  frozen  more  than 
once  in  ten  years.     It  was,  therefore,  a  miftake  to  fuppofe  that  the 
fcverity  of  the  winter  would  baffle  the  efforts  of  the  French.    It  had 
been  aflerted  that  the  whole  Houfe  was  pretty  much  agreed  as  to  the 
information  refpedling  Halifax,  but  he  thought  there  was  fome  dif- 
ference in  it,  for  he  had  heard  nothing  that  night  refpefling  the  nine 
thoufand  ftrong  athletic  young  fellows,  about  whom  the  right  honour- 
able Secretary  had  on  a  former  occafion  made  fo  much  boaft ;  how- 
ever, he  fuppofed  we  would  have  it  all  in  the  papers ;  but,  notwith- 
ftanding  the  ojumon  of  others,  he  conceived  there  was  a  very  wide 
difference  in  their  informarion  ;  and,  therefore,  he  thought  the  mofl 
fTopex  way  of  coming  at  the  truth  would  be  by  going  into  a  folemn 
inquiry.    The  circumftance  of  Governor  Wentworth's  receiving  no 
emoluments  on  account  of  his  new  corps  had  been  aiTcrted  with  tri- 
umph, and  he  certainly  was  not  able  flatly  to  contradidt  it ;  but  al- 
though he  might  not  receive  a  direct  income,  yet  the  patronage  of  the 
regiment,  by  which  he  might  provide  for  relations  and  dependents, 
was  not  to  be  reckoned  as  nothing.     With  equal  exultation  had  it 
been  ftated,  that  800  of  the  inhabitants  of  Halifax  had  thrown  them- 
ftlvcs  in  the  way,  and  fliewn  a  preference  of  being  employed  as  mi- 
litaiy,  rather  than  of  being  exempted ;  but  here  the  right  honourable 
Sccrctaiy  difclofed  a  fad  highly  alarming  to  this  country,  and  dan- 
gerous to  the  fidelity  of  oqr  Colonics ;  he  had  difclofed,  that  in  the 
hour  of  danger,  our  Colonies  muft  depend  upon  themfelves  for  pro- 
tcftion,  and  if  once  they  were  confirmed  in  that  belief,  and  were 
alfo  trained  to  the  ufe  of  arms,  their  affeftibn  for  this  country  mufl 
diminifh,  and  even  their  allegiai^e  become  equivocal.     He  wifhed 
the  right  honourable  Secretary  had  afTigned  any  other  reafon  for  aban- 
4)mng  Hali&c ;  that  he  had  even  faid  it  was  by  the  neglcd  or  mif- 
takc  of  Government,  or  by  accidental  necefTity,  which  fhould  be 
prevented  in  future,  for  any  reafon  he  would  more  readily  have  ad- 
mitted, than  one.  which  feemed  fo  mifchievous  in  principle  to  the 
fefcty  of  all  our  Colonial  pofleffions.     He  denied  that  the  regular 
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troops  in  Halifax  had  in  July  exceeded  350  ;  and  repeated  his  af- 
fertions  refpe<Slir^  their  feeblenefs.     And  as  to  the  caHing  out  of  Ac 
militiay  the  Government  could  claim  no  merit  on  that  account,  fincc 
it  was  done  by  the  Affcmbly ;  and  fo  far  from  rcfembling  our  militia, 
it  was  fimply  thepoffe  comitatusy  a  number  of  raw  undifciplined  men, 
who  could  not  well  be  kept  together,  or  who,  if  forced  to  remain 
always  on  the  defenfi vc,  might  difcovcr  they  were  under  no  obligation 
to  this  country,  and  might  therefore  think  of  feparating  from  us* 
The  good  fortune  of  Commodore  George,  in  efcaping  the  French, 
had  been  related  as  meritorious  to  the  Commanders  in  Halifax ;  but 
aldiough  they  were  fortunate,  he  could  not  fay  they  were  wife:  when 
that  officer  failed  for  the  Weft  Indies,  there  were  two  Frcndi  line  of 
battle  fliips  and  feveral  frigates  in  the  Chefapeak  or  at  New  York, 
and  it  was  indeed  Angularly  fortunate  that  he  was  not  captured  by 
Aem,  for  if  he  had  proper  information,  he  had  a  right  to  conclude, 
diat  there  was  much  more  probability  of  his  (ailing  into  the  enemies* 
hands  than  of  efcaping.     To  refute  the  affertions  of  the  vigilance  of 
Government  in  taking  mcafurcs  of  defence  at  Halifax,  he  ftarcd, 
that  though  that  Colony  had  been  deprived  of  her  ftrength  early  in  die 
fummer,  yet  no  cffedlive  meafures  had  been  taken  till  September: 
even  on  the  5thof  Auguft,  no  attempt  had  been  made,  not  a  militia 
man  called  out,  nor  a  gun  mounted  on  the  batteries ;  nor  is  it  proba- 
ble any  meafures  of  precaution  would  have  been  even  taken  when 
they  were,  had  it  not  been  for  the  alarm  created  by  the  anrival  of  the 
French  in  the  Chefapeak ;  and  he  declared  that  he  would  produce 
officers. of  equiil  credit  and  importance  with  Major  Hodgfon,  to  fub- 
ftantiate  thcfe  fads.     He  would  not  accufe  the  right  honourable  Se- 
cretary, or  even  Governor  Wentworth,  of  a  concerted  defign  to  ixn- 
pofe  upon  the  Public  by  the  information  which  had  been  produced  in 
that  Houfe ;  but  he  was  firmly  pcrfuaded  that  if  no  impolition  was 
intended,  a  great  miftakc  muft  have  arifen  fomei^'here.      The  dif- 
patches  of  Governor  Wentworth,  which  had  been  produced  as  au- 
thentic ftatements  of  the  fituation  of  Halifax,  he  had  been  told,  and 
circumftances  led  him  to  believe  he  had  been  told  trulv,  were  written 
with  a  defign  that  they  might  fall  into  the  hands  of  the  French,  for 
at  that  time  almoft  every  vcffel  fcnt  to  fca  had  been  captured,  and 
certainly  it  would  have  been  indifcreet  to  have  run  any  hazard  of 
making  the  enemy  acquainted  with  the  really  wretched  fbtc  of  the 
place ;  for  fo  truly  was  this  the  faft,  and  fo  great  was  die  alarm,  that 
what  had  been  defcribed  as  exceffive  loyalty,  was  nothing  elfe  than 
an  anxiety  for  their  own  fafety ;  an  anxiety  which  induced  tfie  better 
fort  of  people  to  take  fpades  in  their  hands,  and  to  work  on  the  fortifi- 
cations like  common  labourers,  in  order  to  infpirit  and  animate  tbf 
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pc^jlace :  tbcy  faid  wc  are  wUling  to  ercft  works  and  defend  the  place 
if  you  will  but  give  us  a  direflor.  ^  But  all  this  vigour  in  the  inhabU 
tants  was  merely  produced  by  the  criminal  ncgleft  of  Government 
which  had  lowered  the  military  eftablifliment,  at  a  time  of  fuch  im- 
minent danger.  He  afked  if  it  was  poflible  to  produce  a  fingle  mer- 
chant in  the  trade  of  Halifax,  to  fay  he  approved  of  the  manner  in 
which  Halifax  had  been  defended.  He.  concluded  with  calling  on 
Minifters  again  to  come  forward,  to  fatisfy  the  Public  upon  this  fub- 
jcct,  and  faid  he  was. fare  that  nothing  could  be  fatisfaftpiy  to  the 
Public,  but  a  fiiir  and  candid  inquiry. 

Mr.  Secretary  DUNDAS  infifted  on  his  having  ftated  all  the  in- 
formation he  had,  and  on  his^ving  no  wifh  to  garble  any  part  of 
the  (bitemcnt. 

The  firft  motion  was  put  and  carried*  On  the  putting  of  the  fe- 
cond, 

Mn  Secretary  DUNDAS  oppofed  it  op  the  ground  that  it  came 
widiin  the  defcription  of  what  the  Hqufe  had  already  determined 
oi^ght  not  to  be  granted.    The  motion  was  negatived. 

Admiral  GARDNER  then  informed  the  Houfe,  he  had  informa^ 
fion  of  the  two  French  fcventy-fours  and  frigates^  but  he  underftood 
Acy  were  to  return  to  France,  arid  he  had  hopes  of  felling  in  with 
them  in  his  paflage  home,  and  he  did  not  hear  of  their  failing  for 
America  until  after  he  had  failed  towards  home. 

Mr.  SHERIDAN  was  fatisfied  with  the  obfervation  of  the  ho- 
nourable Admiral,  as  iar  as  it  went  to  the  point  of  intelligence  of  the 
deftinadon  of  the  French  fleet,  but  condemned  the  whole  conduS  of 
the  Englifh  fleet,  upon  that  expedition.  If  the  honourable  Admiral 
had  no  difcretion,  but  had  pofitive  orders  for  what  he  did,  no  blame 
could  be  laid  on  him.  If  he  was  allowed  to  judge  for  himfelf,  he  had 
aded  indifcreetly ;  he  had  no  right  to  catechife  the  honourable  Admi- 
ral, but  he  was  bound  as  a  Member  of  that  Houfe,  to  make  thefe 
obfervations. 

The  other  motions  were  then  put  and  carried. 

Mr-  SHERIDAN  then  moved,  "  That  there  be  laid  before  tbe 
Houfe,  a  cppy  of  the  memorial  delivered  this  day  to  the  Secretary 
of  State,  by  merchants  Interefted  in  the  trade  of  Halifax,  reliding 
ia  London." 

Mr.  Secretary. DUNDAS  faid,  that  fuch  a  memorial  was  delivered 
this  day  to  him  about  three  o'clock  in  die  afternoon,  and  it  was  only 
a  paper  delivered  for  the.  purpofe  of  a(king,  on  the  part  of  the  mer- 
chants concerned  in  it,  what  kind  of  protedlion  they  were  to  have  in 
future :  .he  thought  it  dangerous  to  difclofe  to  the  Public  the  plan 
on  which  they,  or  any  other  part  of  His  Majefly's  dominions,  wci;* 
Vol.  XXXVIL  3  H 


4iS  PARLIAMENTARY  A- 1794. 

to  be  defended  in  time  of  war.  He  did  not  pretend  to  £17  he  had 
pcrufed  the  whole  of  it  attentively,  but  he  thought  it  would  be  highly 
improper  to  give  its  contents,  under  all  the  circumAances,  to  the 
PubUc. 

Mr,  SHERIDAN  contended,  that  the  very  circumftance  of  the 
merchants  aflcing  how  they  were  to  be  defended  in  future,  was 
pretty  ftrong  evidence  that  they  were  diffatisfied  with  the  manner  in 
which  they  had  hitherto  been  defended,  and  that  Miniftcrs  were 
cither  unwilling  or  unable  to  lay  down  any  plan  for  defending  them  ; 
clfe  why  ihould  a  memorial  be  prefented,  afking  how  they  are  to  be 
defended  in  future  ?  He  ftated  this,  to  (hew  that  MimfterSy  in  the 
opinion  of  thcfe  merchants,  had  been  either  regardlefs  of  their  de- 
fence, or  too  ignorant  to  know  in  what  manner  they  ought  to  have 
been  defended.  A  memorial  was  a  publk  paper,  which,  unlefs  a 
reafon  was  afligned  for  withholding  it,  ought  to  be  laid  before  Par- 
lament. 

Mr.  Secretary  DUNDAS  faid,  he  never  heard  words  from  a 
Member  of  tliat  Houfe,  of  which  a  Member  ought  to  be  more 
afhamed,  than  thofe  juft  delivered  by  the  gentleman  who  ipoke 
iafl.  A  number  of  perfons  had  thought  proper  to  lay  before  a  Mi- 
nifter  of  State,  a  paper  which  might  contain  matter  of  ferious  im- 
portance, and  all  at  once  that  paper  was  called  for  to  be  made  pub- 
lic. Suppofe,  for  inftance,  it  contained  fome  information  relative 
to  the  failing  of  a  fleet  from  Bred ;  he  did  not  (ay  this  paper  con- 
tained any  fuch  thing  ;  but  fuppofing  it  did,  was  that  matter  fit  for 
difcuflion  in  that  Houfe  ?  Did  the  honourable  gentleman  mean  to 
fay  that  fuch  a  paper  fhould  be  laid  on  the  table  of  the  Houfe  of 
Commons,  upon  barely  afking  for  it  ?  What  did  that  Miniflcr  de- 
ferve,  who  fhould  comply  with  fuch  a  requeft,  when,  by  comply- 
ing with  it,  he  mi^t  counteract  all  the  good  intended  to  be  pro- 
duced ?  He  fhduld  be  afhamed  to  agree  to  fuch  a  propofition ;  for 
in  that  cafe  he  fhould  think  himfelf  unworthy  of  the  confidence  of 
Parliament.  Befides,  the  only  regular  way  was,  to  move  an  ad- 
'  drefs  to  his  Majefty,  for  the  produdUon  of  fuch  a  paper,  and  it  ms 
obvious  that  his  Majefty  could  not  have  given  his  fervantsany  com- 
mands upon  that  fubjed,  finc«  the  paper  itielf  had  notfaeen  before 
him. 

,  Mr.  FOX  laid,  he  fhould  have  diought  that  the  right  honour- 
.able  Secretary,  before  he  ufed  fome  cxprefliions  in  his  Iafl  fpeecb, 
would  have  conlidered  a  little  on  their  tendency.  He  wondered 
how  he  arrived  at  the  inference  he  drew,  from  the  motion  now  be- 
fore the  Houfe.  How  was  the  mover  to  know  that  the  memorial 
he  afkcd  for,  contained  fuch  delicate  matter  as  he  had  hinted  at  ? 
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Was  there  any  thing  on  the  face  of  the  paper  itfclf,  as  he  at  firft 
mentioned  the  contents  of  it,  to  the  cffcd  he  at  laft  mentioned  ? 
There  was  one  thing  however  he  was  glad  to  find  from  this  di(cuf« 
fion,  namely,  that  all  we  had  heard  of  the  impoffibility  of  obtaining 
information  of  the  intentions  of  the' French  was  without  foundation; 
that  was  only  an  argument  made  ufc  of  for  the  fhift  of  the  moment, 
for  now  wc  were  told  of  the  poflibility  of  our  gaining  intelligence  of 
the  deftination  of  the  Breft  fleet :  we  (hould  never  have  known  that 
but  for  the  candour  and  ingenuity  of  the  Secretary  of  State ;  tut  for 
this  we  fhould  have  thought  we  could  not  have  gained  any  intelli* 
gence  'whatever  from  France,  bccaufe  we  were  told  that  was  impof- 
fible  ;  he  was  very  glad  now  to  find  that  was  only  the  pretence  of 
the  moment*     But  there  was  fomething  unfidr  in  tliis  mode  of  pro- 
ceeding on  the  part  of  the  Minifter ;  it  was  a  proceeding  at  war  witK 
all  the  principles  of  juftice.     There  was  a  n4e  in  law,  founded 
upon  excellent  fenfe— -it  was,  that  no  man  is  permitted  to  read  part 
of  any  paper,  and  conceal  the  remainder,  when  the  whole  contents 
arc  in  your  pofTeflion,  and  not  known  to  any  body  elfe.     The  con- 
tents therefore  ought  to  be  all  known,  or  to  be  wholly  fupprefled. 
He  would  fay,  therefore,  that  upon  the  face  of  the  proceeding  there 
was  reafon  for  putting  this  motion.     At  the  fame  time,  if  this  me- 
morial did  actually  contain  yrhzt  the  Secretary  of  State  alluded  to, 
the  Houfe  certainly  would  not  perfift  in  the  inquiry ;  but  what  iti 
God's  name  had  the  mover  to  be  afhamed  of?  His  honourable 
friend  knew  nothing  of  the  contehts  of  the  paper  as  opened  in  the 
fecond  fpeech  of  the  right  honourable  gcndeman ;  all  that  was  un* 
deiflood  to  be  conveyed,  was,  that  the  memorialifis  were  diflatisfied 
with  the  protedion  they  had  already  received.     But  this  was  of  a 
piece  with  the  whole  fyftem  of  Adtniniftration ;  they  brought  for- 
ward partial  cxtn&s,  and  refufed  jufl  as  much  as  diey  pleafed,  of 
any  document,  and  thefe  were  the  equal  terms  on  which  they  met 
their  opponents.     If  that  fyftem  was  perfifted  in,  there  would  be 
an  end  of  ail  inquiiy  in  that  Houfe ;  fince  all  th&  flieahs  by  which 
inquiry,  could  be  rendered  efFcftual  were  denied ;  but  the  rcfult 
would  be  different  from  what  Miniftcrs  expefted,  for  he  took  it  to 
be  a  principle  in  Itfelf  clear,  that  when  a  charge  was  made,  and  all 
inquiry  into  its  merits  refufed,  he  who  refufes  the  inquiry  muft 
neceffiirily  admit  the  fa£t.     Let  us  go  into  the  inquiry,  and  then 
let  the  public  judge  whether  the  accufadon  be  true  or  falfe,  and  let 
die  difgrace  fall  where  it  ought  to  fall,  either  on  the  juftly  accufi&d 
or  the  falfc  accufer— but  if  Minifters  were  allowed  to  refufe  inqiMiy,  * 
becaufethey  deny  the  fadl  roundly,  and  fay  there  is  danger  in  tkei^ 
txandnation,  there  was  an. end  at  once  of  aUtxamiiutiori/.^fid^ 
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every  thing  was-  a  mockeiy.    But  this  was  the  fyftem  latefy  adopted, 
and  it  was  upon  this  they  built  the  whole  of  thdr  con^£l.    They 
availed  themfeWes  from  day  to  day  of  the  alarm  that  had  gpne  fordi, 
and  which  they  had  themfelves  propagated^  to  bring  forward  new 
principles  of  royal  prerogative  unknown  to  our  conftitution.    Hence 
all  the  maxims  concerning  the  right  of  landing  foreign  troops  with- 
out the  confent  of  Parliament-**hcnce  all  the  dodhine  of  piflive 
obedience  to  authority,  and  contempt  for  all  popular  rights  and  pri« 
vileges.     It  titis  thus  they  fapped  all  the  principles  of  the  confiitu* 
tion,  and  proceeded  fo  rapidly  to  its  ruin.     They  tcok  advantage 
of  the  alarm  of  the  hour,  for  the  purpofe  of  laying  down  precedents, 
that  if  fubmittcd  to,  would  foon  deitroy  all  freedom  in  this  countiy. 
In  this  line  of  conduct  they  fucceeded  but  too  well ;  and  if  they 
were  not  oppofed  Arenuoufly,  it  would  foon  be  impofCble  for  any 
man  to  deliver  his  fentiments ;  but  until  they  had  put  an  end  to  ths 
freedom  of  (pecch  in  that  Houfe,  he  (hould  not  fail  to  expcfe  a  pro- 
cedure fo  contrary  to  every  principle  of  the  confUtuticn,  and  fub- 
verfivc  of  the  whole  fabric  of  Britifh  freedom, 

Mr.  Chancellor  PITT  obferved,  that  the  right  honourable  gcn- 
deman  (Mr.  Fox)  fpoke  with  great  warmth  upon  the  (ingle  cir- 
eumftance  of  the  mentorial,  concerning  which  he  began  by  admitting; 
d^t  it  ought  not  to  be  produced.     'Ihis  was  the  fliort  ftate  of  the 
cafe :«— When  his  right  honourable  friend  (Mr.  Dundas)  hadiaid, 
that  the  honourable  gentleman  (Mr.  Sheridan)  ought  to  have  been 
afhamed  to  have  moved  for  the  memorial,  he  argued  upon  the  pof* 
fibility  that  that  honourable  gentleman  might  have  beep  acquaintrd 
with  the  contents  of  that  paper.     From  what  his  honourable  friend 
had  fbited,  it  was  apparent  that  that  memorial  related  to  the  diftri' 
bution  of  force  for  the  protcdion  of  our  trade  in  future.     If  the  ho- 
nourable gentleman  was  not  acquainted  with  its  contents,  or  was  not 
£itisfied  of  itsi  relation  to  either  pad  or  future  operations,  he  was  of 
opinion  that  the  honourable  gentleman  was  a  litde  too  hafH*  in  bring* 
sng  forward  his  motion  ;  bccaufe,  as  his  right  honourable  friend  had 
but  received  it  that  day,  and  had  Aated  that  he  had  not  had  tin^e  to 
perufe  it,  it  was  impoiTible  that  he  could  have  laid  it  before  His 
^ajefty-*— a  circumAance,  which  if  it  had  not  been  complied  witb* 
i|t  becanie  impoflible  for  his  honourable  friend  to  lay  it  before  the 
Houfe*     Were  the  honourable  gendeman  aware  of  thefe  circum- 
ftanccs,  and  were  he  not  afhamed  in  jconfequence  to  have  brought 
forward  this  motiorii  he  was  perfe^y  convinced  that  every  other 
.  Member  in  that  Houfe^  being  in  poffefiion  of  the  information  he 
had  (fauedy  would  have  been  afhamed  to  jiave  made  fuch  a  motion. 
^  right  hooouiaUc  gentleman  (I^r.  Fox)  kemsd  to  jjaya^^^pA 
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that  Mini-ftoxs  were  dditous  of  dkElattng  the  rule  of  parliamentary 
condoft  and  public  duty  upon  certain  occafions.  This  was  not  at 
all  to  the  point.  The  queftion  was,  whether  there  was  fuch  fufpi- 
cion  arifing  out  of  all  the  circumftances  as  to  outweigh  all  the  autho- 
rities and  documents  that  had  been  advanced^  The  right  honourable 
gentleman  was  pcrfcftly  at  liberty  to  fay,  that  this  fyftcm  was 
coupled  with  prerogative ;  but  it  would  not  deter  him  from  ftating 
his  opinion.  * 

Mr.  SHERIDAN  and  Mr.  Chancellor  PITT  rofe  to  explain ; 
*— after  which,  by  permifiion  of  the  Houfe, 

The  motion  was  withdrawn. 

The  Houfc  adjourned. 

The  following  Papers,  relative  to  the  ftate  of  Nova  Scotia  and 
New  Brunfwick,  were  prefentcd  and  laid  on  the  table: 

No.  1  •     Extra^  of  a  Letter  from  Lieittenant*Go*vernor  U^entworth  to  Mr. 
Secretary  Dundasi  elated  Halifax^  2  id  Marc hy   1 793. 

I  am  diligently  taking  preparatory  flepa  for  calling  out  the  internal 
force  of  the  province,  whenever  His  Majcfty'i  fervicc  may  require  it; 
and  have  no  doubt  I'even  or  eight  thoufand  good  men  may  be  ailembled 
readily,  in  cafe  that  meafure  fliould  become  necelTary. 

No.  a*     KxtraH  of  a  Letter  from  Lieutenant-Governor  Vf^ent^orth  U  Mr* 
,  Secretary  Dundas;  dated  Half  ax ^  lid  March  ^   '793» 

I  am  deeply  penetrated  with  the  mod  grateful  fentiments,  forthecoa* 
-iideration  His  Majelly's  fervants  have  been  pleafed  to  take  on  my  propo* 
ial  for  faiGng  a  provincial  regiipent,  which  I  can  complete  in  a  very 
Ihort  time,  with  able  men,  mofily  ufcd  to  lervice,  and  would  be  a  g^eat 
and  rooH  uftful  addition  of  force  to  His  IVIajefly's  fervicc;  more  parti* 
calarly  in  cafes  of  emergency,  or  inimical  attempts  on  thefe  povincies, 
wherein,  from  their  knowledge  of  the  country,  ibeir  kabits  of  travellings 
and  hardihip,  they  might  be  of  lingular  utility. 

No.  3.,    ExtraB  of  a  Letter  from  Lieutenant-Governor  Wtntworth  to  Jifir^ 
Stcretary  Dundas  %  dated  Halifax^  Nova  Scot  1^^  id  May ^  1793* 

I  have  had  the  Honour  to  receive  your  letter  to  me,  dated  Whitehall^ 
8th  February,  1793*  fignifying  His  Majeily's  commands  that  I  ihould 
inftantly  take  the  lleps  neccflary  to  raife  a  corps  of  600  men ;  and  that    * 
His  Majefty  was  moh  gracioufly  pleafed  co  allow  me  to  be  Colonel  of 
faid  corps. 

I  moil  humbly  intreat  permifiion  to  exprefs  that  I  feel  the  higbeft  and 
noft  dutiful  fenic  of  this  mark  of  His  Majefty^moft  gracious  condefcen* 
fioo  and  royal  favour,  which  muft  animate  my  unceafing  zeal  and  ezer^ 
tions  in  His  Majefty*s  fervicc. 

In  humble  obedience  thereto,  I  immediately  iflued  orders  for  enlifting 
nen,  and  have  now  eighty  atteded,  and  in  the  barracks  in  this  town  ; 
twentv  of  whom  being  wanted  by  Brigadier  General  Ogilvie  and  Captain 
Affleck,  for  the  expedition  now  proceedings  under  their  command,  offered 
10  £Q  on  boaifd  the  teffcls  Tolantarily,  but,  '-bavins  fince  ptx^ured  mea      ^ 
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more  ufed  to  the  fea.  Captain  Affleck  hat  dlfpenfed  with  their  ferrices. 
I  have  not  any  returns  trom  the  recruiting  parties  in  the  country,  but 
hear  generally  that  they  are  very  fucceisfuli  insomuch  that  I  have  the 
fulleu  hope  to  complete  the  regiment  in  a  few  months. 

In  oh»iience  to  His  Majeily's  commands,  I  fignified  to  Lieutenant 
Colonel  Robinfon,  and  lincc  I  have  had  the  honour  to  receive  your 
letter  of  the  27th  of  February,  1793,  I  fignified  to  Major  Barclay,  Hit 
Majeily's  pleafure,  in  his  nomination  to  be  Lieutenant  Colonel  of  the 
cegiment  to  be  raifed  in  Nova  Scotia.  From  the  former  I  have  not 
received  any  anfwcr,  as  the  poft  is  not  yet  arrived. 

Major  Barclay  is  highly  icnlible  of,  and  humbly  grateful  for  the  ho- 
nour done  him  in  this  mark  of  the  royal  favour,  and  is  ready  in  cvery 
way  to  exert  his  beft  abilities  in  His  Majefly's  fervjce,  which  he  confi- 
ders  may  be  moil  effectually  promoted  by  his  being  employed  to  raife  a 
regiment  of  Militia  Volunteers,  to  be  commanded  by  refpefbble  half 
pay  officers,  and  to  be  compofed  of  men  who  have  ferved  under  them 
relpedtively,  and  who,  from  their  having  farms  and  families,  cannot 
cnhft  in  the  regiment  now  raifing.  This  regiment  to  confiil  often  chos- 
fen  companies,  two  of  which  to  be  artillery,  and  one  of  faoHe,  to  be 
well  difcipUncd,  and  ready  to  march  to  the  defence  of  any  part  of  the 
province — and  more  particularly  to  defend  that  part  of'^thc  province 
which  is  mod  ezpofed  to  hoftile  incurfions  on  the  Bays  of  St.  Mary's, 
Annapolis,  and  Fundy,  to  be  paid  and  fubfifted  only  when  adually 
employed  and  called  againft  an  enemy,  and  no  other  expence  whatever. 
This  corps,  to  con  fill  of  1,000  men,  will  be  of  the  higheft  utility  to  Hit 
Majefly's  fervice;  and  indeed  lalmod  cfTential  to  the  fafety  of  the  proviocTi 
while  His  Majeflv*s  regular  eflablidied  regiments  are  withdrawn.  I  havt 
therefore  accedecT  to  his  requefl  to  refign  his  nomination,  and  to  be  em- 
ployed in  the  militia  regiment,  where,  I  am  perfuaded,  he  can  be  more 
vfeful  to  His  Majefly*s  fervice,  and  which  will  alfo  be  more  convenient 
to  his  private  affairs,  efpecially  as  he  is  Speaker  of  the  Houfe  of  Affcm* 
bly  in  this  province. 

Captain  Howe,  late  of  His  Majefty*s  104th,  and  Captaiti  Aldridg^, 
late  of  His  Majefly's  40th  regiments,  applied  to  ferve  in  this  regiment 
upon  half  pay  only,  and  without  claim  of  rank.  Mr.  Tonge,  now  Ad- 
jutant,  and  on  leave  from  the  6oth,  has  alfo  offered  his  fervices  upon  the 
fame  terms.  As  thefe  gentlemen  are  highly  refpe£lable  in  this  province, 
and  pre-eminently  diflinguifhed  for  their  military  accomplilhments,  and 
may  be  of  the  greatefl  fervice  in  forming  a  new-raifed  regiment^  and  so 
expence  incurred  by  Government  thereby,  I  have  thought  it  exceed- 
snglj  beneficial  for  the  King's  fervice  to  employ  them  in  raifing  and 
dilcipUnir.g  the  regiment,  until  His  Majefly*s  pleafure  is  fignified,  upoa 
their  havin|;  commifGons  refp^iveiy.  The  enfigns  upon  half  py,  re- 
lidentin  this  province,  are  generally  married,  have  families,  are  fettled 
upon  farmS|  and  of  fuch  an  advanced  age,  that  it  would  be  exceedingly 
derrimental  to  them  to  leave  their  ref^cdive  fituations,  and  join  tlie 
Kova  Scotia  Regiment*  It  will  therefore  be  neceffary  for  me  to  Domi- 
nate gentlemen  properly  qualified,  who,  being  free  of  incumbrances,  will 
ferve  on  half  pay,  until  His  Majefly's  pleafure  is  known »  In  the  nomi- 
nation  to  the  other  commiflions,  I  fliall  mofl  attentively  endeavour  to 
jttffify  the  ccyhfidence  you  arc  pleafcd  to  honour  me  with,  both  in  the 
befl  pofllblc  oeconomy,  and  in  recommmending  for  commiflions  from  the 
folc  motives  of  the  mofl  upright  duty  to  His  Majefly's  fervice. 

With  the  utmofl  deference  1  intreat  your  favouraole  recommendation 
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NoTa  Scotia  Regiment/'  an  honour  which  the  regiment  will  endearour 
tojulti^  by  their  unremitted  fidelity  and  emulous  exenions  in  His  Ma- 
jciy*%  fervice. 

No.  4«     ExtraH  of  a  Letter  from  Lieutenant-Governor  Wentworth  to  Mr* 
Secretary  Dundas  \  dated  Halifax^  i%th  May^  1793* 

This  town,  being  left  with  fo  fmall  a  garriibn,  and  apprehenfions  pre- 
railing  among  the  inhabitants  for  the  fafcty  of  the  place,  I  have  exerted 
cirery  pofiible  diligence  to  recruit  the  regiment^  which  now  exceeds  three 
hundred  and  thirty.  Two  hundred  and  iixty-nine  of  them  are  in  this 
garrifon,  and  completely  fit  for  duty  ;  the  rcmaintier  are  on  recruitinj^ 
parties,  or  on  their  way  to  join  the  regiment. 

It  has  been  abfolutely  neceifary  to  augmetK  the  levy  montfy,  which  I 
will  uie  my  utmoft  endeavours  to  average  as  low  as  poiSble;  and  I  truft, 
in  a  Ihort  time,  to  have  the  honour  to  report  the  regiment  complete, 
and  a  fine  body  of  men,  as  the  prefent  numbers  are. 

No,  5.      ExtraB  of  a  Letter  from  Lieutenant-Governor  Wientworth  /# 
Mr.  Secretary  Dundeis  I  dated  Halifax^  ^thjune  1793. 

The  militia  are  forming  with  great  zeal  and  a6tivity  into  a  powerful 
defence  for  the  province ;  the  regiment  belonging  to  this  town  are  nesTr 
600  flrong — completely  armed  from  His  MajeSy's  Ordnance  Office ; 
^ing  themfelves,  like  the  other  militia  of  the  province,  perfonally  un- 
provided* Thefe  are  two  days  each  week  embodied  and  trained.  To 
them  are  added  a  company  ot  artillery,  confiding  of  56  of  the  princi* 
pal  merchants  and  freeholders  in  the  town,  who  are  daily  excrci fed  in 
their  duty  ;  alfo  armed  from  His  Majefly's  Ordnance  Ofiice,  and  are  to 
put  themfelves  under  His  Majefty's  artillery  ofiicer  in  this  Garrifon,  in 
cafe  of  any  invafion  or  other  emergency.  Thefe  two  corps  are  to  af- 
femble  in  fifteen  minutes  alarm  upon  the  Parade  in  this  Garrifon,  and,  I 
am  perfuaded,  will  prove  a  gobd  body  of  men,  as  many  of  them  have 
ierved  in  the  army,  and  the  officers  are  refpe^table  and  experienced.  I 
have  taken  fccurity  for  return  of  all  the  arms  and  accoutrements  ilTued 
from  the  Ordnance  Office,  whenever  they  may  be  required,   • 

The  regiment  forming  under  Colonel  James  Dclancy,  and  Lieutenant- 
Colonel  Thomas  Barclay,  of  one'thooland  chofen  men,  mod  of  whom 
have  been  in  the  trmy,  and  are  commanded  by  officers  upon  half  pay^ 
who.  upon  this  occanon,  with  great  loyalty  and  attachment  to  His  Ma- 
jefty*s  fervice,  voluntarily  engage  in  this  regiment,  and  when  armed 
fixHn  the  Ordnance  Office  (there  being  none  other  in  the  country)  they 
engage  to  defend,  to  their  utmoil  power,  the  coafls  on  <Saint  Mary%, 
Annapolis,  and  the  Bay  of  Fundy ,  and  with  the  greated  poifible  fpeed, 
to  repair  to  any  other  part  of  the  province  that  may  be  invaded,  or 
whenever  they  receive  my  orders  for  that  purpofe.  As  moil  of  them 
have  horfes.  .this  corps  would  in  the  courie  of  five  days  be  alTembled 


my  endeavours  for  His  Majcfly' 
with  the  greateft  alacrity. 

I  had  the  honour  to  receive  the  in{lru6iions  from  the  Mafter  General 
of  the  Ordnance,  and  delivered  them  to  the  principal  officer  in  thii 
garrifon,  who  has  ifTued  arms  and  accoutrements  for  His  Majefiy^s  re** 
giment  now  raifing  under  my  command.  There  are  alfo  in  itore  many 
more  than  will  be  wanted  ibr  the  regiment  raifing  in  New  Brunfwkki 
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and  of  the  bc8  quality.  I  have  been  very  fucccfsful  in  recruiting, 
being  now  about  400  men  ;  and  have  the  bcft  profpe&  o£  its  being  (boa 
xny  duty  to  report  the  regiment  complete. 

Commodore  George  failed  the  31ft  May  from  this  harbour,  in  Hia 
Majeily's  frigate  the  HulTar^  to  keep  the  coads  clear  of  any  hoftile 
cruizers  that  may  attempt  to  annoy  the  trade  or  fettlement^  to  the  well- 
ward ;  and  alfo  to  proted  the  tranfports  expected  from  New  Bruofwick* 
with  Hit  MajeHyN  6rh  regiment  of  foot,  to  make  up  a  fleet  with  thr 
65th,  -to  proceed  to  Barhadocs,  under  convoy  of  the  Alligator,  upon  her 
arrival  with  Brgadier*Genera{  Ogilvie  and  the  troops  horn  Su  Picxre't 
in 'Newfoundland,  which  may  be  about  the  i^thinflant. 
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No.  6.    lExira^  tf  m  letter  from  LUtttenamt*Gavewmr  W€H$w0rth  U 
Mr.Secreiaty  Dwidds ;  dated  Halifaje,  2^d  y^fyj  1793* 

I  beg  leave  to  reprefent,  with  the  utmo((  refpect,  that  on  the  19th 
inibnt  His  Majefty  s  frigate  the  Bodon  appeared  off  ihis  harboar  to  cake 
a  pilot  for  the  American  coads ;  upon  which  Brigadier  General  Ogilrie 
"  oraered  the  iignals  of  alarm  to  be  made.    The  King^s  Nova  Scotia  re* 
giroent  were^in  a  few  minutes  paraded  and  the  iirft  battalion  of  Halifax 
militia  aiTembledy  ■  completely  armed,  in  fifteen  minutes,  before  the  Go* 
Temment  houfe.     It  gives  rae  great  pleafure  in  reporting  the  alacrity  and 
loyalty  this  militia  iMttalion  maniiefted  upon  this  occafion;   and  I  am 
fully  perfuaded  they  will  amply  judify  my  confidence  in  them,  whenever 
His  Majedy's  Service  may  call  them  into  adion.    The  alarm  iignalt 
were  fupprelTed  before  they  had  reached  the  other  militia,  who  were  all 
regulated  to  march  with  aifpatch  to  whatever  part  of  the  province  the 
Iignals  of  aUrm  reouire  them  ;  each  man  with  a  blanket,  ten  days  pro- 
vidonSy  and  the  belt  arms  he  can  procure.     In  cafe  of  any  invaJion  on 
this  town,  I  will  in  twenty  minutes  put  bnder  the  command  of  Brigadier 
General  Ogitvie  900  militia,  in  two  hours  to  be  reinforced  with  600,  be- 
ing the  fecond  .battalion,   who  refide  a  few  miles  round  the  town  ;  and 
tbefeas  fad  as  polfibley  by  the  militia  legion  of  Nova  Scotia,  conddtog 
of  i^ooo  effeifbve  men,  commanded  by  Colonel  Barclay,  and  other  re- 
mediable officers  upon  half  pay.     The  privates  many  of  them  baling 
ierved  lad  war»  thefe  are  prepared  with  horTes  to  expedite,  and  arrange* 
ments  arc  taken  to  more  indantly  toward  the  place  of  alarm,  and  there 
form  under  their  re fpe^Vive  companies. 

The  company  of  militia  artillery  of  this  town  were  among,  the -fird  <m 
the  Parade,  completely  armed,  and  cloathed  in  uniform,,  at  their  own 
expence.  They  continue  daily,  and  with  unwearied  diligence,  to  prepaxt 
themfelves  for  ufefulnefs  with  the  dividon  of  royal  artillery  in  this  gar* 
rifon*  and  may  be  fafely  relied  on  as  an  additional  company  of  60  men  to 
that  corps.  Thefe  are  coropofed  of  very  refpe6tible  men,  generally  of 
extend ve  budnefs  and  property,  both4n  this  country  and  in  England. 
Among  the  privates  are  men  of  lool.  to  62ol.*per  annum  clear  edate, 
who  from  a  declared  principle  of  loyalty,  and  uttdr  abhorrence  of  French 
democratic  tyranny,  have  voluntarily  odcred  their  fervices. 

The  remaining  militia  of  the  province  are  perfedlly  well  difpofed,  and 
win  defend  His  Majedy's  government  faithfully.  In  cafe  of  eniefgency 
4,000  of  thefe  will  join  me,  and  in  extreme  urgency  2,000  more  may 
be  expeAed  ;  which  will  make  the  whole  militia  firength  9,160  meo, 
inclttoing  oSccrs. 
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No.  7.     KxiraB  of  a  Letter  from  Lieutenant  Govemtfr  Went*LV0rth  to 
Mr.  Secretary  Dundas;  dated  Halifax^  "Nova  Scetla^  l*]tb  Augufi^  \  793* 

1  moft  rcfpcdfally  beg  leave  to  prefent  my  grateful  acknowledgmeoft 
for  the  honour  of  your  letter^  dated  WhicehalJf  6th  July  1793* — In 
obedience  thereto,  I  have  notified  to  Major  Bayard  His  Majefly't 
pleafufe,  that  Major  Kearney  fhould  fucceed  to  the  Lieutenant  Coio« 
ttclcy  of  the  provincial  corps  raifing  under  my  command  in  this  ^ro* 
Tince,  vacant  by  the  refignatton  of  Major  Barclay;  and  that  Major 
Bayard  (hould  fucceed  to  the  Majority  in  the  faid  corps,  vacant  by  the 
promotion  of  Lieutenant-Colonel  Kearney.  « Major  Bavnrd  moft  duti* 
tally  conforms  to  His'Majeily's  pleafure  ;  and  it  is  a  junice  due  to  him, 
that  I  entreat  permiflion  to  rcprelent  that«  having  hitherto  a^ed  as  Lieu* 
tenant  Colonel  of  the  regiment,  with  indefatigable  zeal,  attention,-  and 
fiberality,  I  have  thereby  been  eifentially  aided  in  railing  and  difciplining 
them  into  a  corps  that  obtains  the  approbatibn  of  all  military  men  who 
fee  them.  The  other  arrangements  of  the  regiment  fliall  be  carefully 
adjuftcd  by  the  inih'u^ions  you  have  been  pleafed  to  fignify.  As  the 
corps  has  been  on  duty  fiace  May  lafl,  it  has  been  indifpenfably  neccflary 
to  rumifh  the  men  fome  cloathing»  which  (being  fummer)  is  confined  to 
a  cap,  jacket,  trowfersv  and  fhirt,  (boet,  buckles,  and  flock.  Thefe 
will  lenre  for  nearly  five  months,  and  be  much  cheaper  to  Government 
than  the  full  cloathing,  had  they  arrived  in  time ;  the  accounts  whereof, 
and  the  other  accounts  of  the  regiment,  are  completing  to  the  24th  of 
Augu£ky  to  be  tranfmitted  by  the  next  packet. 

I  have  prefyailed  on  Brigadier-General  Ogilvie  to  liTue  fome  cannon, 
fmall  arms,  and  ammuilition  for  the  defence  of  Shelburne,  i^iverpool, 
Lunenburg,  and  Windfor,  and  [tope  I  fliall  be  as  fuccefsful  in  behdf  of 
Beaver  Harbour,  Country  Harbour^  and  Manchefler,  where  there  are 
confiderable  fifheries,  and  the  two  lafl  promiling  fettlements,  morecfpe« 
cully  as  they  fblicit  but  a  moderate  fupply. 
The  greater  part  of  the  French  armament  mentioned  in  my  jdifpatch 

S^o.  3$)  foon  after  that  date  arrived  at  New  York  and  Boflon ;  and 
i)>  continually  repeated  informations  from  the  United  States  were 
making  preparations  for  a  defcent  (as  there  believed)  on  this  harbour; 
and  if  fuccefsful,  afterward  upon  Newfoundland,  It  therefore  became 
neceflary  to  repair  the  defences ;  and  that  the  Brigadier  General  might 
make  the  mofl  ufeful  difpofitions,  I  informed  him  of  the  ilrength  and 
local  fituation  of  the  whole  militia,  and  the  times  *n  which  they  could 
bcaflembled*  He  has  accordingly  given  orders  to  the  firfl  and  fecond 
battalions  of  Halifax,  and  the  artillery  company,  and  the  men  are  en- 
rolled to  their  different  batteries  andpofb;  from  the  firfl  battalion  he 
has  been  fumifhed  with  able  men  in  companies,  to  the  number  of  ^;o 
men,  under  proper  officers,  to  repair  and  mount  the  batteries,  in  which 
they  have  fb  vigoroufly  exerted  tnemfelves,  that  all  are  finlfhed  for  the 
prefent,  and  tiie  corps  difmxfled  to-day. 


K0.8.    KxtraB  of  a  Letter  from  Major  General  Oglhie  to  Mr.  Secretary 

Dmdaty  dated  Halifax  J  8/A  0<!?.  1 793 . 

I  am  to  reprefent  that  the  g^irrifon  of  this  place  confifls,  at  prefent, 
otily  c^  a  weax  company  of  artillery,  and  one  hundred  effective  men  of 
the  King's  own  regmient.  That  the  Provincial  corps  railed  by  Lieute- 
nant Gorcrnor  Wentworth,  far  from  being  complete,  at  this  time  waau 
nearly  two  hundred  n^en  upon  their  returns. 
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In  confcquence  of  the  ftron^  naval  force  of  the  cnftny,  which  has  been 
"for  feme  time  upon  the  American  coafl,  I  took  early  precautions  for  put- 
ting tWii  harbour  in  fuch  a  ftate  of  defence  as  our  Oren^th  irould  admit 
of,  by  repairing  fome  of  the  batteries,  and  cncding  a  new  one  (io  the  room 
of  two  others)  which  has  been  executed  with  the  flri6le£l  economy ;  and 
1  hare  rcafon  to  truft  wc  flwH  be  able  to  repel  a  confidcfablc  (ca  fi>rcc. 
.Every  affiftancc  has  been  afforded*  to  carry  thefe  incafurcf  into'eflfed,  and 
for  manning  the  batteries,  by  Commodore  George  arid  Commlffioner 
Duncan  ;  and  Lieutenant  Governor  Wcntworth  gave  the  neceflaiy  di- 
rcdion*  for  BflTembling  the  militia  on  an  emergency  ;  thofe  of  the  town 
.©f  Halifax  air.ftcd  with  great  alacrity  in  repairing  the  fevcral  bacteric  s. — 
From  the  flatc  of  the  works  on  the  Citadel  Hill,  and  the  other  polls,  it 
would  have  been  impra^icable  to  have  repaired  them,  fo  as  to  be  tenable 
againCl  a  land  force,  from  which  we  have  little  danger  to  apprehend,  unni 
.an  enemy  can  be  in  poffeflion  of  the  harbour  ;  we  have  guarded  theieibre 
•againfi  any  attemi)t  the  French  fleet  may  be  led  t6  make. 

I  reported  y  from  time  to  time,  to  the  Commander  in  Chief  at  Qjicbec, 
the  fleps  i  had  taken  in  fortifying  the  harbour. 


'No.  9.     Extra3  of  a  Letter  from  Lieittcnant'Governor  Went^^ortb  to  ^fr. 
Secretary  Dundai^  dated  Halifax^  Nova  Scotia^  lO/^!' O/?.  1793. 

1  beg  leave  mod  refpedfully  to  reprefent,  that  by  informations  lately 
recfived  from  His  Majcfty*8  Conful  at  Philadelphia,  dire^ed  to  Commo- 
dore George,  and  communicated  to  me ;  and  alfo  from  various  other  in- 
'formation  and  concurrent  circum (lances,  there  b  the  greated  reafon  to 
apprehend  an  hoftile  defcent  on  this  place  to  be  the  immediate  objetfl  of 
the  French  armament  now  ready  for  fca  at  New  York.  Mr.  Genet, 
fmce  the  efcupe  of  Mr.  Galbaud,  has  fucceedcd  in  re-uniting  their  force 
for  an  entefprize ;  their  merchant  vefTels  are  laid  up,  and  the  men  put 
on  board  the  Hiips  of  war  ;  many  traniient  then  hare  alfo  joined  them, 
and  Mr.  Hamilton,  His  MajeflyS  Conful  in  Virginia,  writes  they  have 
2000  regular  troops. 

I  immediately  confulted  with  Brigadier  General  Ogilvic  and  Commif- 
iioner  Duncan,  who  are  both  fully  of  opinion  that  the  expedition  isine- 
di  rated  againil  Halifax  ;  and  it  was  alfo  our  opinion  that  the  prcfentgar- 
rifon,  and  the  two  battalions  of  militia  in  the  town  and  its  immediate 
Ticinity,  were  not  adequate  to  the  defence  of  the  town  and  harbour 
againu  fuch  a  force  as  was  coUedted,  and  may  be  expected  to  attack.— 
Brigadier  General  Ogilvie  was  therefore  defirous  of  a  reinforcemcat  from 
the  militia,  which  I  communicated  to  His  Maje(ly*s  Council,  and  by 
their  advice  I  have  iffucd  ordei-s  for  1000  men  to  be  marched  firom  the 
regiments  of  Hantz,  King's  County,  and  Annapolis,  into  Halifax^with 
Ell  poifible  difpatch.  Brigadier  General  Ogilvie  will  afford  all  thebar- 
ralck'room  that  is  unoccupied  ;  nearly  four  hundred  can  be  lodged  in  the 
place  I  had  prepared  for  the  French  prifoners  from  Saint  Pierre,  which 
I  had  the  honour  to  report  in  a  former  letter. 

The  fervtce  will  be'  detennined  within  a  month  orthts  date,  and  tbe 
militia  difmiifed,  that  the  expence  will  not  be  great,  although  the  mea- 
fure  will,  in  all  probability,  be  the  means  of  faving  this  tovcn,  andpof- 
•'  fibly  the  province,  from  depredation  :  with  this  addition  to  the  garnfoa 
which  I  have  taken,  in  order  to  be  timely  reinforced,  (hould  there  be  occa* 
1  truil  the  fccurity  of  this  place  may  be  fairly  relied  on. 

Ever)^  pollible  preparation  for  defence  is  made  at  Shelburne,  Liverpool) 
and  Lunenburg ;  proper  batteries  have  been  crcded  by  the  miia    ^ 
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each  harbour  at  their  own  coft ;  and  Bri^icr  General  Oi^ilvie,  at  my 
requcft,  has  iflucd  ordnance,  arms,  and  ammiinition  from  His  Majcfly's 
ftores  to  each  of  them.  Care  has  alfobeen  taken  for  removal  of  property 
into  inacceffible  places  in  the  woods,  and  for  the  fccure  retreat  of  the  in- 
hibiiants,  (liould  the  fupcrior  force  of  the  enemy  fubdue  their  defences, 
and  make  a  retreat  ncccUary,  which  I  am  perfuaded  will  not  be  reforted 
to  without  a  determined  and  fpirited  refiftancc. 

The  militia  of  Annapolis  County  have  offered  to  build  a  redoubt  on 
the  old  works  of  the  fort  at  their  own  expence,  and  to  defend  that  part 
of  the  country  themfelves,  being  aided  with  fome  eannon,  arms,  and 
ammunition,  which  1  (hall  rcquell  Brigadier-General  O^^ilvie  to  ilTuc 
from  His  Majefty*s  (lores,  asfoon  as  lean  procure  and  fit  the  armed  veU 
fd  dire^ed  for  His  NLj city's  fervic«  to  carry  them  round. 

Commodore  George  is  cruizing  on  the  coads  to  pruteiSt  them  and  tho 
trade  fronn  predatory  infults,  and  to  convoy  a  large  malt  (hip  from  Ne\V 
Brunfwick  to  this  place,  for  a  farther  convoy  to  £ne;land. 


No.  !(>•     ExtraB  efa  letter  from  LietftctiaHt^cnxernor  IVentxjjortb  toMr^ 
Secretary  DunJai^  dated  Halifax^  Nova  Scotia^  c^th  Nov,  1793. 

The  Nova  Scotia  Provincial  regiment  gladly  and  cheerfully  do  the  fat 
greatcft  part  of  the  duty  of  tl^is  garrifon,  and  are  now  ih  an  Excellent  Oate 
of  order  and  difctpHne.  , 

The  cl^athing  and  accoutrements  arc  arrived  in  good  order,  and,  ex- 
cept ibrae  little  part  of  the  white  cloth,  every  thing  is  of  excellent  qua- 
lity. 1  cannot  fufficiently  exprefs  the  animated  gratjtode  of  the  w hoi? 
regiment  for  His  Majcrty's  moft  gracious  favour,  in  granting  the  colour^ 
to  the  regiment,  which  we  will  endeavour  toprefervc  by  unceafing  exd'N 
tion,  fidelity,  and  zeal,  in  His  Majcfty*s  fcrvice. 

In  my  letter.  No,  28,  I  had  the  honour  to  repreitnt,  that  orders  had 
been  iiTuetl  for  embodying  a  reinforcement  of  militia,  for  the  defence  of 
this  gaririibn  again((  a  trench  Republican  armament,  then  preparing  ao 
New  York  for  an  enterprise "againft  this  town,  Newfoundland,  and  \hh 
Britiih  trade  navigating  in  and  near  the  Gulph  of  St.  Lawrence.  About 
athoufand  and  fifty  effei^ives^  exclufive  of  officers,  marched  into  towit 
vtth  all  poffifole  fpeed  and  alacrity.  Perhaps  a  finer  body  of  athletic^ 
healthy,  young  men  were  never  aflcmblcd  in  any  country,  nor  men  more 
determined  to  do  their  duty.  They  performed  their  march  with  great 
celerity.  Captain  Wjllett's  company,  of  Colonel  Barclay '«  legion,  part 
of  whom' W(!re  on  duty  at  i^nnapolis  the  preceding  day,  and  had  marched 
home  fixteen  miles,  inarched  to  Halifax,  one  hundred  and  thirty-five 
miles,  in  thirtyrfivc  hour§  travelling.  Every  diviiion,  as  they  arrived, 
were  completely  armed  frorai  the  King's  ftore?,  on  my  requiAtion  to  Bri- 
gadier^ General  Qgilyiej  who  alfo  with  threat  rcadincfs  iflUed  to  them 
every  accommodation  or  barracks  and  necciTaries,  that  were  unoccupied 
by  the  troops  in  the  garril'on.  The  men  immediately  applied  theinfdlveg 
to  n^ilitary  exercises,  ^nd,  being  every  man  ufcd  to  arms,  acquired  grc^t 
pxp^rtnefa  in  the  moll  eiTent'.al  parts  of  thei^duty. 

Captains  Defbrifay  and  Rx)ge?s  iniV>rm  mr,  that  tbofe  felei^ed  for  the 
artillery  difc0ve red  the  moA  uncommon  rcadtnefs  at  the  grratguns,  and 
that  they  would  be  perfefily  fatisfied  w:th  their  aid,  that  \  think  the  ar* 
tillery  would  have  had  iuihcient  itrength,  and  have  been  well  ferved. 

It  is  a  very  pleating  part  of  my  duty,  on  this  occaiion,  to  reptvient 
the  loyal  and  fp^ri^ed  condu<5t  of  the  militia,  who  inllantlv  obeyed  their 
#rders  to  niaicha  both  men  and  ofhcers .  o|  every  defcriptioa  ;  nor  wei^ 
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they  left  commendable  for  their  regularity  and  good  order  on  their  marcli, 
and  during  their  ftay  in  town ;  iiot  one  fingle  complaint  having  been 
made,  or  offence  known  amopg  them^ 

It  is  pjrticularly  incumbent  on  me  to  mention  the  v^fual  affiftance  I 
derived  from  the  difinterefted  zeal,  diligence^  and  abilities  of  Colonel 
Barclay^  Adjutant  General  of  the  militia,  who  came  to  town,  and  con* 
du£led  the  bufinefs  with  perfect  propriety,  but  declined  taking  the  pay 
to  which  he  was  entitled,  as  did  alfo  Colonel  Van  Corlandt,  of  the  fe- 
cond  battalion  of  King's  County  Militia,  and  Lieut.  Col*  Howe,  of  the 
Legion,  who,  at  the  requeftof  Commodore  Oeorge,  had  the  commaDd 
of  the  militia  at  the  Eailern  battery,  where  part  of  the  officers  and  men 
of  the  HufTars  were  ibitioned. 

Colonel  Brvner,  of  the  Hants  militia,  alfo  exerted  himfelf  exceedingly 
in  expediting  the  quota  from  his  regiment,  and  in  regulating  the  fervtCic ; 
he  liberally  gave  all  his  pay,  Sec,  to  clothe  fuch  men  of  his  regiment  as 
were  moil  in  want,  ahd  by  every  other  means  fet  an  excellent  example  of 
'attachment  and  zeal  to  His  Majefty's  fervice. 

"The  Acadians  fent  feventy-five  able  young  men,  fome  of  them  marched 
near  two  hundred  miles,  decidedly  faithful  to  the  King's  fervice»  aod 
)>anicularly  happy  in  being  incorporated  with  the  Engliih. 

During  the  expedatioh  of  a  defcent,  the  Indian^  alfembled  in  fmall 

Sartics,  and  alarmed  fome defcncelefs  fettlers  ;  whereupon  I  diredted  Mrt 
lonk  to  fuch  meafures  as  fecured  ufefulnefs  from  fome,  and  fubjefHoa 
from  all  of  them,  greatly  to  the  comfon  of  the  difperfed  cottagers. 

The  French  exgedition  having  been  delayed,  by  various  difficulties 
in  fitting  out,  longer  than  M.  Genet  expe£ted»  in  which  time  he  fbuod 
out  that  there  were  four  thoufatid  men  m  Halifax,  anH  many  (Irongbat- 
'  teries  eredled,  determined  that  their  force  was  inadequate  to  attack  this 
place,  and  embraced  fome  other  objed,  for  which  the  fleet  failed  on  the 
9th  of  Odtober. 

That  no  unneceflary  expence  might  be  incurred,  I  difmifled  the  mill* 
tia*  with  the  advice  of  Brigadier  General  Ogilvic,  Commodore  George, 
and  Commiffioner  Duncan,  and  His  Majefly'a  Council^  as  foon  as  I  ob- 
tained information  that  the  enemy  had  given  over  their  obje&  here,  aad 
were  fo  far  from  our  coafls,  that  they  could  not  rationally  return  at  this 
feafon  of  the  year. 

The  laft  divifion  marched  out  of  town  yeflerday. 

I^«  z  !•     Ccfy  »f  a  Letter  from  Lieut.  Governor  Weutvjerth  /#  JUr.  Seeri* 
tary  Dundas^  dated  Halifax^  Nova  Scotia^  lyi  JoMm  1 794. 

Sir,      ' 

I  mofl  refpe^fuUy  beg  leave  to  acknowledge  the  honour  of  yoor  letter. 
Mo.  12,  dated  jfilO^ober,  1793;  and  in  obedience  to  His  MajeAy*s 
commands  therein  fignified,  I  am  recruirin'g  for  the  two  additional  com- 
panies  to  which  Captains  Howe  and  Aldridge  are  appointed,  agreeably  to 
the  permiffion  you  have  been  pleafed  to  grant  me ;  tor  which,  both  tho6 
gentlemen  unite  with  me  in  the  lughefl  fentimcnts  of  thankfulnefs  anSi 
refpedl. 

I  think  I  may  with  great  confidence  reprefent,  not  only  in  behalf  of 
thefe  two  gentlemen^  but  of  the  Whole  regiment,  that  although  they 
inav  be  intended  for  the  more  immediate  defence  of  thu  province,  they 
will  cheerfully  meet  any  duty  His  Maje((y's  fervice  may  reauire  in  any 
other  of  His  Majefly*s  North  American  provinces.  And  I  haVc  every 
itaiba  to  expcA  the  rc;giment  will  foon  be  compietr»  and  unajumovlly 
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aQimated  with  an  enrnefl/lefire  of  being  ufeful  to  His  Majeflj^s  fenrice» 
to  which  they  arc  faithfully  devoted. 

Major  Bayard,  of  the  Royal  Nova  Scotja  rej^imenr^  rcqucfts  mc  to 
report  his  ccrpe6tful  foUcitatioas  for  Hts  Majedy's  have  to  retire  upoa 
half  pay  ;  which,  if  itlhouldbc  His  Majelly*?  mort  gncious  pleafureto 
grant,  it  is  my  duly  humbly  to  rccooimcud  Major  George  Henry  Monk, 
now  on  the  half  pay  of  the  late  regiment  ot  Nova  Scotia  voiuntcers,  who 
is  perfe£^ly  qualified  conformable  to  my  inllru6tion$,  and  is  a  gentleman 
ot*  great  protelBonal  merit,  as  well  as  general  refpc<5tabiiity  and  influrnrci 
isvariabiy  applied  to  the  fupport  of  His  Majedy^s  Govermnent. 

I  hare  the  honour  to  be,  with  perfe&  defei-ence^ 

Sir, 

your  ipod  dutiful  ;ind 

obedient  Jiumble  fenrant, 

(Signed)  J.  WENliWRTH. 

Kight  Hon*  Henry  Duodat, 
One  of  HisMajedy's  prioc^wd 
taries  ot  $tate. 
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Ko»  13.  Exfraffi  of  the  JoMmal  of  the  Hait/ax  jacket  Boat^  f  W 
from  Falmouth^  New  Tork^  and  Halifax^  in  a  Letter fram  Sir.  fedJ^ 
rf^QtbSept.  1793. 

Alfguu  ^d.    Arrived  at  New  York  two  Frencb  ierenty-fount  one  fri- 

gat«»  and  two  floops»  from  theCbefapeak. 
2^    Ambufcade,    faid  to  have  bad   10  men  killed,  and  16 
wounded  ;  her  complement  on  board  450  men. 

Tbe  French  men  of  war  in  New  York,  were 
Le  Jupiter^  of  74.  guns,  and  4  carronades  on  the  poqN 
L>*£ole         —  74  do.  ditto* 

Le  Surveillant  36  do. 
L'Ambufcade  36  do. 
A  fliip  of  20  do^ 

A  brig  named  Cerf,  of  to  guns. 

One  £aft-India  merchant  fliip,  and  14  Wied-India  (hipf* 
arrived  under  convoy  of  the  above  fhips,  and  one  £&ft- 
India  (hip  there  before. 

i^h.  Spoke  a  pilot  boat  coming  in,  who  told  us  tbe  Cdncord 
French  frigate  wat  on  the  coaf^ ;  foon  after  which  I  po- 
litively  was  informed  ihe  waa  in  Bofton. 

From  the  bed  intelligence  I  could  procurCf  the  under*men* 
tioned  French  privateers  were  cruizing  on  the  coafl  of 
America : 

Jacobin         .  — —  12  guns,    4o  men' 

Antcgcorgc  —  la  —    60 

Conqueror  of  Baftile  10  —  ,  50 

Carmagnole  —  14       '     lap 

Little  Democrat        —  16  — —  126 

Citizen  Genet  —  16.  — —  120 

Friend  of  the  Law  8  —    40 

Sans  Culotte  fchooner  10  —     50 

Sans  Culotte  chebeck  12  ■  lOO 

Sanfpariel  —  16 150  • 

Impromptu  —        8  —    4) 

Orlando  Furiofb    —  12  — — —  too 

National  Razor    *      —  14  ..  130 

The  Republican,  of  5  gun«,  and  Co  men,  taken  bj  the 
Bofion  before  her  adtion  with  rAmbufande. 


No.  14.     ExtraBs  from  the  Journals  of  the  Chefierfieli  Packet  Boat^from 
Falmouth  to  Halifax  and  New  Tori^  in  Mr.  TeJd*$^  eftht  i%th  Dtitm* 

At  Halifax,  The  Captain  and  nine  hands*  by  order  of  his  Ex- 

1793.  ceilency  the  Governor,  to  hold  themfelves  in  readi- 

0<Slober  1 5th.      neic  to  affift  in  traniborting  troops,  in  cafe  of  neceffity, 
^      ttrbere  requilite.    The  (hip  to  go  into  Bedford  Bafoo 
to  receive  on  board  fome  of  the  women  inhabitaats  of 
the  town.  Militia,  to  the  amount  of  5  or  6oO|  march- 
ed into  Halifax. 
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m 

At  New  York,        At  7.    Abrcaft  of  Sandy  Hook ;  at  8,  paflcd  the 

French  (hip  Perdrix;  at  8f,  came  too  to  (lop  tide  with 
the  fmall  bower,  furled  fails ;  at  5,  A.  M.  weighed 
and  made  fail ;  at  5I,  the  Perdrix  fired  a  gun,  on 
which  we  fired  one  alfo.  Found  laying  here  the 
French  frigate  L'Ambufcade. 

IX.  At  Ti, .P.  M.  received  onboard  the  mail.     The 

French  brig  L'Impatieace  hove  fliort,  and  got  all  rea« 
dy  for  fca. 

No,  1  c.  KxtraB  from  the  yournal  oftlje  Portland  Packet^  ^uuben  laying  ai 
Hjlifax-g  dated  December  3^/,  1793.  Tranfmitted  by  the  Fqft  Mafter 
(Jeneral^  Jan,  St6,   1794. 

Arrival  here  a  fchooncr  from  New  Yorlc,  which  brought  the  foUow- 
insj  inc<Higence  : — The  Chefteriield  flacker  failed  for  England  on  the  14th 
witinio,  and  had  a  very  narrow  efcapc  of  being  taken  in  going  into  Sandy 
Hnok.  The  French  force  confif^ed  of.  the  Ambufcadd  frigate  (whicn 
began  to  difmanric  when  the  fchooner  failed ) ;  Perdrix,  32  guns,  (lay- 
in2^  at  the  Hook)  ;  Cerf,  10  guns,  (cruifing  for  the  Oiftober  packet).  At 
Boibn,  Marfeillois,  amine  pounders  ;  and  the  Good  Intent,  16  guns, 
Uely  captured  from  the  Englifli.  In  the  Chefapeak,  the  Adrea,  10 
pni.  The  fchooncr  brought  intelligence,  that  the  French  fleet  had 
failed  from  New  York,  the  people  had  mutinied,  and  the  fleet  bore  away 
for  France, 


Xa  16,  Statement  of  the  different  Batteries  at  Halifax  In  No^a  Seotta^ 
wirh  the  Number  of  Grms  mounted  on  each  Battery ;  tranfmittcd  2  \fi 
February  1 794,  to  Mr*  Secretary  Dundas  by  Captain  Hodgfon^  late  Bri* 
gaile  Major  at  Halifax^  Nova  Scotia* 

ifu— Sandwich  Point ;  two  twelve  pounders,  on  the  top  of  very  high 
bill  excellently  conftruftcd  for  the  annoyance  of  fliipping, 

id.— .Point  Pleafant  Battery  ;  from  four  to  fix  twenty-four  pounders. 

3{J. — A  mod  excellent  new  batters',  a  few  hundred  yards  from  the  one 
ai  Point  Pleafant,  called  Major  General  Ogitvie's  ISattery ;  it  confifta 
of  Gx  twenty-four  ponnders,  and  commands  a  very  extenflve  range  of 
the  harbour,  ^ 

4th.-^M*Lean*s  Battery,  (ituated  on  the  Halifax  fide,  nearly  oppolite 
George's  Illand,  from  fix  to  twenty-four  pounders,  a  mortar  and 
howrirzer  of  a  large  fize,  and  a  very  excellent  furnace  for  heating  fliot, 

S^h. — ^The  Citadel  Hill,  confiding  of  a  number  of  guns  of  different  fizes, 
fevQral  thirteen  inch  mortars,  fome  howitzers,  alfo  a  battery  on  Bar* 
betre  of  three  twelve  pounders,  well  calculated  to  annoy  fliipping  when 
they  come  oppofite  the  town  of  Halifax, 

6th.— A  battery  of  fome  twenty-four  pounders,  erc6^cd  by  ComraifConer 
i^uncan  at  the  Dock  Yard,  a  good  defence  for  that  place  againll  fliip* 
ping ;  alfo  another  on  the  oppofite  fl\orc  (commonly  g^Hcd  the  Dart« 
mouth  fide  of  the  water)  equally  beneficial  for  the  fame  purpofe. 

yih- — George's  Ifland,  fituated  in  the  middle  of  Halifax  ha^oour,  near 
the  town  ;  a  moft  excellent  battery  on  it  of  fix  twenty-four  pounders, 
and  two  good  furnaces  for  heating  (hot ;  alfo  feveral  other  guns  of  va^ 
tious  fizes,  making  in  the  whole  from  fourteen  to  fixteen. 

8tK.— ,The  Eaflern  Battery,  fituated  nearly  oppofite  to  George*s  Ifland. 
(on  the  Dartmouth  fide  of  the  water)  feveral  guns  mounted  'there, 
which  will  plav  with  good  fuccefs  on  vefTcU  coming  up  the  b^^rbour* 
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The  ^boYc  ilatexnenc  of  the  different  batteries  ft  Hafifajr,  ia  Nov^ 
Scotia,  18  given  to  the  beft  of  Captain  Hodgfoa's  recolledlioa ;  though 
he  beUevesy  on  the  whole,  it  is  tolerably  accurate. 


No.  17.    Copy  of  a  Letter  from  Mr.  Stephens  to  Mr.  King*^   dated  Adz 

miraltj  Office^  6th  Marc/j  I -jc)^, 

(Four  Inclofures.) 

SIR,  Admiralty  Office^  6th  March  1794. 

I  Have  it  in  command  from  mv  Lords  Commidioners  of  the  Ad^ 
Xnlrahy  to  fend  you  herewith,  for  the  information  of  Mr.  Secretary  Dun- 
das,'  copies  and  extracts  of  fuch  letters -as  have  been  received  from  Cap^ 
%un  George,  Commanding  Officer  on  the  H  difax  lUtion,  llncc  the  com- 
mencement of  the  war,  as  relate  to  the  flate  of  defence  of  the  province  of 
Nova  Scotia*    I  am, 

Sir, 

Your  moft  obedient 
Humble  fervant, 

PHP.  STEPHENS. 
J.  King,  Efq.  Sec.  ^c. 

No.  i9.  ExtraB  of  a  Letter  from  Captain  Rupert  George,  Commander 
of  his  Majefiy's  Ship  Huffar^  ^  to  Mr.  Stephem  ;  dated  Halifqx  Harhour^ 
2JthAugufi,  ij^^. 

In  my  letter  of  the  ^ifl  of  June,  I  had  the  honour  to  inform  you  of 
the  arrival  of  the  Aligator  from  Saint  Pierre's  the  day  preceding ;  and  ia 
^hat  of  Ju)y  ill,  th  it  the  two  regiments  were  embarked,  and  that  I  pro- 
pofed  accompanying  the  Aligator  and  her  convoy  clear  of  the  Coall  of 
America^  I  havc'^now  the  honour  to  requcft  that  you  will  inform  ray 
Lords  Commillioners  of  the^  Admiralty,  that  we  failed  hence  the  3d  July, 
and  on  the  i6th,  being  in  the  latitude  3^"  20^  and  the  longitude  54*^00, 
I  parted  company  with  Captain  Affleck  and  the  convoy  :  It  was  ray  in- 
tention, in  my  way  back,  to  have  ranged  along  the  Coafl  of  America,  but 
was  prevented  by  light  and  contrary  winds,  not  being  able  to  get  nearer 
the  coall  than  eighty  leagues,  in  the  latitude  37^  00,  when  I  wa^  inform- 
ed by  an  American  yeflel,  that  two  French  mips  of  74  guns,  and  five 
frigates,  had  arrived  from  Cape  Francois  with  a  large  convoy  in  tl^e 
Chefapeak.  1  thought  it  my  duty  to  return  here  direct  with  that  intel- 
ligence, and  I  arrived  the  5th  of  Auguft.     We  have  fince  heard  that  the 

«  Frcn'ch  fquadron  arrived  at  New  York  the  2d  of  Auguft,  and  his  Ma- 
jefty's  Conlul  General  at  Philadelphia  informed  me  that  ah  attack  might 
poffibly  J)c  made  upon  Halifax  or  Newfoundland.  We  are  here  perfcftly 
af  cafe  rcrpecrlng  an  attack  upon  us,  having  between  40  and  50  heavy 
cannon  (32  and  24  puunders)  mounted  on  the  difterotit  batteries,  one 
13  inch  mortar. and  two  8  inch  howitzers,  with  furnaces  for  heating 
i)lOt.  The  regular  troops,  inchding  artillery^  and  the  ^over*  ot*s  corps^  da 
not  exceed  600.  But  we  have  two  battalions  of  militia,  officers,  and  arti- 
ficers of  they  :^rd,  civil  branch  »)t  ordnance,  feamcn  in  merchant  vcfTcIs, 
and  the  crew  of  his  Majcdy's  fliip  under  my  command  ;  the  latter  I  pro- 

-  pofe  to  place  in  fome  of  the  batteries,  in  cafe  of  an  attack  from  hncof 
battle  Ihips. 
Philip  Stephens,  Efquire. 
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No.  ig.  ExtraUofa  Let  fer  from  Captain  Rupert  Geor^e^  of  bis  Ma'eflys 
Jblp  Hnjfar^  to  Mr.  Stephens:  dated  Maugor*s  Beach ^  entrance  of  Haii 'ax 
harbour t  i^t^^  ^cptemher  1793. 

I  Wrote  fully  by  the  Halifax  packet,  which  failed  the  29^''  ultimo^ 
fince  which  nothing  particular  has  happened.  The  flatc  of  iccurity 
which  I  then  believed  this  place  to  be  in  againd  any  attack  from  the  enei^ 
my,  hai  fince  received  an  increafe,  by  the  ereflion  of  another  battery  of 
fix  24  pounders,  and  the  mounting  foine  other  guns  ;  and  the  principal 
pons  on  this  coad  having  been  fupplied  with  cannon,  fmall  arms,  and 
tmmunition,  arc  fuppofed  to  be  fuificiently  flfong  (at  lead)  to  refill  an 
attack  from  priTateecs; 

No.  20.     Coty  of  a  Letter  from  Captain  Rupert  George^  Commander  of 
His  NtajeJ/s   Ship  Huffar^    to  Mr,  Stephens;  dated  at  Halifax,  iith 
OSoher  1793- 

SIR, 
Hating,  on  the  appearance  of  his  Majefty'S  (hip  under  my  com- 
mand off*  this  harbour^  had  the  good  fortune  to  meet  die  Queen  Charlotte 
packet,  bound  for  Falmouth,  I  have  a  minute  to  inform  their  Lordfhipi 
that  I  failed  hence  on  the  a  3d  ult.  lince  w*hich  I  anchored  at  Boflon^  and 
have  been  off  New  York  and  Philadelphia ;  and,  notwichilanding  for^ 
mer  accountSi  have  reafon  to  fuppofe  that  the  two  French  line  of  bat* 
tlcfliip*,  le  Jupiter,  and  I'Eole,  and  the  frigates,  have  fome  expedition 
In  view,  previous  to  the  departure  from  this  coaft  for  France.  I  can  on- 
ly add,  that  we  are  (in  my  opinion)  prepared  to  receive  them,  flbould  their 
intention  be  to  attack  this  part  of  the  province. 

(Signed)  RUPERT  GEORGE. 

No.  at.     RxtraB  of  a  Letter  from  Captain  Rupert  George^  of  His  Majef^ 
tfsjbip  Huffar^  to  Mr^  Stephens  ;  dated  Halifax  Harbour^  gth  Novem* 

beriyg^' 

Since  my  letters  of  9th  September  and  12th  06^ober,  duplicates  of 
which  1  have  the  honour  to  inclofe,  I  have  been  lying,  in  his  Majefty'^ 
ihip  under  my  command,  between  George's  Ifland  and  the  eaflern  bat- 
tery, to  be  in  readinefs  to  man  the  batteries  in  that  quarter  with  part  of 
ray  (hips  company,  in  confequcnce  of  advices  received  from  the  Conful 
General  at  Fhiladelphil,  and  Captain  Armftrong  at  New  York,  corrobo- 
rated by  information  received  by  his  Excellency  Lieutenant-Governor 
Wcniwonh  from  the  fame  quarter,  that  Lc  Jupiter  was  new  manned  and 
officered,  and  (inftead,  as  before  expelled,  that  (he  would  return  to 
France)  had  joined  L'Eole  of  74  guns.  Concord  and  Precieufe  of  40^ 
and  two  armed  brigs,  and  that  they  were  preparing  to  eo  upon  ibme  ex- 
pedition under  the  command  of  Admiral  Ccrcey  in  L'Eole,  fuppofed  to 
the  northward,  from  the  quantity  of  warm  clothing  laid  in  ;  Mr.  Bond 
fuppofed  againft  Halifax,  or  the  fifheries. — To  enfure  the  fafety  of  this 
place,  Lieutenant-Governor  Wentworth  called  in  about  1200  of  the 
county  militia  to  join  the  two  battalions  of  the  town,  but  I  fuppofed  they 
were  too  well  informed  of  our  ftrength  and  refources  to  rifk  an  attadr. 
In  order  that  his  Excellency  Sir  Richard  King  fliouldhave  the  above  in- 
telligence, I  thought  it  my  duty  to  hire  a  fmall  brigantine  (a  ihallop  9^ 
this  fcafon  being  two  fmall)  and  fent  copies  of  the  letters  I  received  from 
Mr.  Bond,  the  Conful  General,  and  Captain  Armftrong,  to  tl^c  Vice 
Admiral  at  St.  John's  the  17th,  and  duplicates  of  them  the  2  ill,  by  a 
(loop  knded  with  cattle  ;  and  at  the  fame  time  informed  his  Excellency 
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Monday y   24/A  February* 

Mr.  WHITBREAD,  jun.  moved,  tliat  an  humble  acCdrefs  be 
prcfented  to  His  Majefty,  that  he  wiQ  be  gracioufly  plcafcd  to  give 
diredions  that  a  copy  of  die  tariflf  by  which  the  pay  of  the  fubfi- 
dized  Hanoverian  troops  is  regulated,  be  laid  before  the  Houfc, 
which  was  agreed  to. 

Mr.  Whitbread  then  gave  notice,  that  on  Thurfday  fe'nnight  he 
ihould  make  a  motion  relative  to  the  treaties  now  on  the  table. 

Mr.  Chancellor  PITT  wiftied  to  be  informed  on  what  particu- 
lar point  of  the  treaties  the  motion  was  to  be  founded  ? 

Mr.  WHITBREAD  faid,  the  information  afkcd  for  could  be 
given  with  more  precifion  at  another  time. 

Mr.  M.  A.  TAYLOR  gave  notice,  that  on  Monday  next  he 
ihould  prefent  a  petition  on  behalf  of  Chriftopher  Atkinfon,  Efq. 
whofe  name,  on  account  of  certain  proceedings  in  a  court  of  juftice, 
had  been  expunged  from  the  lift  of  Members  of  the  Houfc-  The 
purport  of  the  petition  would  be  to  ftate  certain  circumftanccs 
which  had  lince  arifen,  as  reafons  for  refcinding  the  order  aforc- 
faid. 

Mr.  SHERIDAN  faid,  he  held  in  his  hand  a  petition  from  the 
Reverend  Fyfche  Palmer,  humbly  reprcfenting  that  the  petitioner 
was  now  fuffering  under  what  he  conceived  to  be  an  illegal  judge- 
ment of  the  Court  of  Jufticiary  of  Scotland,  from  which  there 
was  no  appeal  to  any  other  court  of  juftice,  and  praying  fuch  relief 
as  to  the  wifdom  of  the  Houfc  (hould  fecm  meet.  The  date  of  the 
petition  was  fome  weeks  prior  to  the  time  of  prefenting  it,  which 
he  conceived  on  due  confideration  of  the  circumftances  tliat  had 
arifen  to  occafion  the  delay,  could  be  no  objedlion  to  its  being  re- 
ceived. It  had  been  put  into  his  hands  yefterday,  and  he  now 
moved  for  leave  to  bring  it  up. 

Mr.  Chancellor  PITT  faid,  the  Houfe  could  not  fuffer  a  pe- 
tition to  be  brought  up,  the  purport  of  which  was,  to  pray  the  in- 
tcrpofition  of  the  Houfe,  between  a  fentence  pronounced  by  a  com- 
petent court,  and  the  execution  of  that  fentence.  The  regular 
mode  of  proceeding  was,  by  a  petition  to  the  Crown  for  meicy. 
The  Houfe  could  interfere  only  where  legiflative  matter  was  ftatcd, 
as  the  ground  of  the  application. 

Mr.  SHERI  DAN  faid, '  the  petition  was  perfeflly  within  Ac 
rules  of  thfe  Houfe :  it  contained  no  application  for  mercy.;  it  com- 
plained of  a  fentence  againft  law,  and  furely  it  would  h^t  be  con- 
tended, that  tlie  Houfe  of  Commons  was  not  the  proper  place  to  re- 
Ibrt  to  for  redrefs  againft  fuch  a  fentence« 
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Mn  FOX  faid,  he  hoped  the  right  honourable  gentleman  would 
not  pertift  in  the  objeftion  he  had  made  to  receiving  the  petition.  It 
was  a  principle  not  merely  general  but  univerfal,  that  a  petition  might 
be  prrfcnted  to  the  King  in  Parliament,  in  other  words,  to  the  Le- 
giilatiire,  againd  the  dccifion  of  any  Court  of  Juilice  from  which 
there  was  no  appeal  by  law  to  another  Court.  P'or  what  reafon  was 
it  that  on  the  opening  of  every  feflion  of  Parliament  a  Committee  of 
Courts  of  Juftice  was  appointed  by  the  Houfc,  but  that  the  people 
might  know  that  their  rcprcfcntativcs  were  ready  to  receive  com- 
plaints for  which  rcdrcfs  could  be  obtained  in  no  othor  place  ?  In  the 
cafe  fet  forth  in  the  petition  the  Houfc  well  Icncw  that  there  was  no 
appeal  to  any  Judicial  Court  \  they  could  not  therefore  refufe  to  take 
the  petition  into  conHderation  without  defcrting  their  duty.  What- 
ever might  be  the  opinion  of  the  right  honourable  gentleman  with 
refpecl  to  the  particular  n^crits  of  the  cafe,  he  truftcd  that  he  would 
not  attempt  to  give  fo  deep  a  wound  to  the  Conftitution  as  refuting  to 
receive  this  petition  would  certainly  be. 

Mr.  Chancellor  PITT  faid,  he  believed  there  ivas  no  inllance 
of  fuch  an  application.  He  admitted  that  it  was  the  duty  of  Parlia- 
ment to  inquire  into,  and  to  rectify  the  abufcs  of  tlic  Courts  of  Juf- 
tice. But  how  ?  Not  as  a  Court  of  Appeal,  but  as  a  court  poffeffing 
the  power  of  inflifting  ccnfure  and  puni(hmcnt  on  thofe  who  abufcd 
their  judicial  authority.  To  receive  fuch  a  petition  as  tliis,  would 
form  a  precedent  for  making  Parliament  a  regular  Court  of  Appeal, 
and  confound  the  legiflative  and  judicial  functions,  the  fcparation  of 
which  had  been  juftly  held  to  be  one  of  the  greateft  advantages  of  our 
Conltitution.  However,  on  a  point  fo  important,  on  which  no 
Jjrcvious  notice  had  been  given  in  order  to  obviate  even  the  hazard 
of  a  rafh  deciiion,  he  (liuuld  move  to  adjourn  tlic  debate  till  Thurf- 
day. 

Mr.  FOX  faid,  he  did  not  know  whether  or  not  there  were  pre- 
cedents for  applying  to  Parliament  to  interfere  between  tlic  fcntcnce 
of  a  Court  of  Juflicc  and  its  execution  ;  but  it  was  well  known  that 
tlicre  were  many  precedents  for  application  tt>  Parliament  to  rcverfe 
fcntcnccs  after  execution ;  and  furcly  that  man's   mind  muft  be 
ftrangcly  framed  who  in  the  cafe  of  a  Ruffel,  or  a  Sidney,  would 
have  faid,  we  cannot  interpofe  bet^^•cen  fcntcnce  and  execution :  let 
the  fentence  he  executed,  and  then  we  (hall  be  able  to  examine  if  it 
was  fuch  a  fcntcnce  as  ought  to  have  been  pronounced.     He  had  no 
ohjcclion  to  the  adjournment  propofcd,  but  he  thought  the  d^icifiun 
of  the  Houfe  on  this  point  fo  matf  rial  to  the  diil^uflion  of  a  motion 
which  an  honourable  and  learned  iiicnd  of  liis  (Mr.  Adam}  hucnded 
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to  mak«,  that  he  would  ttcomfnend  poftponing  thai  motbn,  till  the 
Houfc  had  determined  refpefting  the  other. 

Mr.  Chancellor  PITT  faid,  the  honourable  and  learned  gentle- 
man would  judge  for  himfelf  of  the  proper  time  of  making  his  mo- 
tion. As  till  Thursday  night  might  be  too  (hort  a  time  for  confider- 
ing  of  tlie  petition,  he  fliould  wifh  the  debate  upon  it  to  be  adjourned 
till  Monday  next. 

Mr.  STANLEY  was  going  to  ftate  his  reafohs  for  agreeing  ta 
adjourn  the  debate,  but,  appearing  to  enter  into  the  general  mciits  of 
Mr.  Palmer's  cafe,  he  was  called  to  order  by  the  Speaker.* 

Mr.  SHERIDAN  faid,  after  the  good  cfFcfts  produced  in  the 
prefent  Inftance  by  re-confidcration,  in  confcquence  of  what  had  been 
/aid  bv  his  right  honourable  friend  (Mr.  Fox)  he  could  have  no  ob- 
jeftion  to  the  adjournment.  But  let  the  Houfc  confider  if  the  modon 
of  which  notice  had  been  given  for  that  day  fhould  be  poftponed,  at 
he  thought  it  ought  to  be,  what  would  be  die  ftate  of  it  on  a  ^ture  day. 
If  his  honourable  friend  (Mr.  Adam)  were  to  go  merely  into  the  Re* 
cord,  in  order  to  do  that,  it  was  only  neceffary  that  he  (hould  have 
the  Record  before  him.  But  the  Record  had  been  rcfuied.  His 
honourable  friend  would  therefore  be  under  the  neceffity  of  going  in*- 
to  the  whole  cafe  at  large.  He  therefore  wilhed  that  the  Houfc  wouW 
'  alfo  reconfider  their  refufal  of  the  Record,  without  which,  when  die 
motion  came  before  them,  they  would  be  arguing  in  the  dark. 

Mr.  FRANCIS  begged  die  Houfc,  in  adjourning  the  debate, 
not  to  forget  the  partj',  and  to  take  fome  ftep  to  keep  him  in  fuch  a 
lituation  as  to  receive  relief,  if  on  coniidcration  it  (hould  appear  that 
relief  was  due  to  him. 

Mr.  M.  A.  TAYLOR  faid,  that  after  the  great  doubts  that  had 
been  entertained,  both  with  refpcft  to  the  relevancy  of  the  libel  and 
the  legality  of  the  fentcnce,  the  execution  of  that  fentence  ought  to  be 
fufpcnded  Mil  after  the  decifion  of  the  Houfe.  Before  that,  it  would 
be  indecent  in  Minifters  to  fufFer  any  ftep  to  be  taken/  towards  die 
execution  of  die  fentcnce ;  and  he  could  not  agree  to  the  adjournment) 
without  fome  .affurance  that  the  execution  of  the  fentence  would  be 
poftponed. 

Mr.  Secretary  DUNDAS  faid,  that,  as  far  as  depended  on  die 
Executive  Government,  ths  fentence  was  already  executed.  The 
warrant  and  order  for  die  tranfportation  of  Mr.  Palrrtcr  were  already 
figned  and  idued.  On  every  former  occafion,  he  had  told  the 
Houfe  that  he  coniidered  the  fentence  as  fully  warranted  by  law,  and 
conformable  to  found  difcredon.  If  the  execution  of  it  were  to  be 
delayed  on  fuch  a  petidon  as  was  now  offered  to  the  Houfe,  appli- 
cations of  die  fame  fort  might  be  cxpeded  from  o'ciy  other  perfon 
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in  a  fimilar  lituation  with  Mr.  Palmer.  He  wiflied  to  know  what 
ixaiba  could  be  afligned  for  not  prefenting  a  petition  at  an  earlier 
period.  The  tranfport  in  which  Mr,  Palmer  was,  might  be  already 
failed  ;  dii^re  were  forty  or  fifty  other  convifls  on  board  the  fame 
vcflcl ;  and  between  the  cafe  of  Mr.  Palmer  and  that  of  any  of  the 
reft,  in  his  official  capacity,  he  could  fee  rlo  diftindtion. 

Mr.  M-  A.  TAYLOR  faid,  that  where  a  petition  for  mercy 
was  prefented  to  the  King,  it  was  always  cuftomary  to  fufpend  the 
execution  of  the  fentence  till  the  petition  had  been  decided  upon. 
Surdy,  the  fame  rule  ought  to  be  obferved,  where  a  petition  was 
prefented  to  Parliament,  complaining  of  a  fentence  as  illegal. 

Major  MAITLAND  faid,  the  petition  was  dated  the  3d  of  Fe- 
bniaiy.  The  motion  of  which  his  honourable  friend  (Mr.  Adam) 
had  given  notice,  and  which  was  debated  a  day  or  two  after,  if  it 
had  fucceeded,  would  have  rendered  the  petition  unnecclTary  ;  be- 
caufc  notice  was  given  of  an  intention  to  introduce  into  the  bill  for 
granting  an  appeal  !o  the  Houfe  of  Lords  from  the  Scotch  Criminil 
Courts,  a  claufe  with  a  retrofpedive  view  to  the  cafes  of  Mr. 
Palmer  and  Mr.  Muir.  That  motion  )iad  been  thrown  out,  in  a 
manner  in  which  he  believed  no  motion  of  equal  importance  had 
ever  been  rcjedled  before.  It  had,  however,  induced  the  petitioner 
to  keep  back  his  petition,  which  was  only  put  yeflerday  into  thcr 
funds  of  his  honourable  friend,  who  now  offered  it  to  the  Houfe. 

Mr.  ADAM  faid,  he  was  glad  that  the  Chancellor  of  the  Ex* 
diequer  did  not  perfift  in  tlie  hafty  rejedlion  of  the  petition  which 
he  had  at  firft  fuggefted. .    Let  him  but  recolleft  his  own  conduct 
on  the  continuation  of  the  impeachment  againft  Mr.  Haftings,  and 
he  woiild  fee  that  he  could  not  have  made  fuch  a  figure  in  the  debates 
on  that  fubjc(SV,  if  the  principle  had  not  occurred  to  him  that  no 
cafe  ought  to  be  finally  decided  in  the  Court  in  which  it  originated. 
Let  him  rccolle<S  that  this  was  a  cafe  in  which  there  was  no  appeal 
to  any  Court  of  Law,  and  that  Parliament  was  the  only  place  to 
which  the  petitioner  could  look  for  tedrefs.     When  he  gave  notice 
pf  the  motion  which  the  Houfe  had  unfortunately* reje^ed,  he  ftated 
in  cxprefs  terms  that  it  was  his  intention  to  include  the  cafes  of  Mr. 
Muir  and  Mr.  Palmer.     The  petition  was  of  fo  much  importance, 
that  with  all  the  inconvenience  to  which  he  muft  expofc  himfelf,  he 
would  defer  making  the  motion  he  intended  to  have  made  this  day, 
until  the  Houfe  liad  decided  upon  it.     He  wifhed,  however,  to  ob- 
tain that  decision  on  Thurfday,  becaufe  the  tranfport  in  which  Mr. 
Palmer  was  en^barked,  only  waited  for  a  convoy.     If  the  tranfport 
fliould  fail  before  the  decilion  of  the  Houfe  upon  the  petition,  there 
fould  be  no  9ccaik)n  to  fearch  for  precedcms;^  for  it  would  not  then 
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be  an  application  fcr  the  interpofition  of  the  Houfc  between  fentencc 
and  execution^  but  for  the  Houfe  to  reverie  g  (^ntence  after  execu- 
tion. 

Mr.  W.  SMITH  faid,  that  to  deliberate  on  Mr.  Palmer's  peti- 
tion, and  in  the  mean  time  to  fufFer  his  fcntence  to  be  executed, 
would  be  a  mockery  of  jufticc.  He  dofired  to  put  this  queftion— 
Whether  it  was  not  poflible  that  the  Houfe  might  come  toa  refoluti^n 
that  this  petition  (hould  be  received  ?  and  if  fo,  whether  it  ^'as  not 
polTiblc  that  they  might  come  to  fome  favourable  conclufion  on  the 
(abjedl  ?  He  put  the  cafe,  that  it  had  been  the  fentence  of  death  inffead 
of  tranfportation ;  the  rcafoning  that  applied,  to  the  one  cafe  applied 
cqrally  to  the  other. 

Mr.  FOX  faid,  that  from  the  firft  he  had  deprecated  any  Parlri- 
mentary  decifion  upon  the  legality  of  Mr.  Palmer's  fentencc.  The 
fefe  and  proper  mode,  he  had  always  conceived  to  be,  that  the  legality 
ef  it  fhould  be  examined  by  a  Judicial  Court.  This  could  only  be 
done  by  appeal ;  and  this  he  hoped  the  former  motion  of  his  honour- 
able friend  (Mr.  Adam)  would  have  efFc(3ed.  That  motion,  for  the 
decifion  of  which  he  had  always  conceived  that  His  Majeih''s  Mini- 
ftcrs,  after  notice  was  given,  would  have  thought  themfclves  bound 
Id  w-ait  before  they  took  any  fteps  towards  the  execution  of  the  fen- 
tence on  Mr.  Palmer,  the  Houfe  had  thought  proper  to  rcjcd.  A 
petition,  little  more  than  four  weeks  after  the  meeting  of  Parliament, 
was  now  prefented.  Minifters  defired  time  to  confidcr  of  that  peti- 
tion ;  and  it  was  incumbent  upon  them  to  fufpend  the  execution  of 
the  fentence,  at  leaft  as  long  as  they  themfelves  required  to  confider 
of  a  petition  complaining  of  the  illcgalit)' of  the  fentence. 

Mr.  Chancellor  PITT  faid,  he  had  noobjedion  to  deciding  on 
the  petition  on  Thurfday,  if  that  was  more  agreeable  to  the  general 
fcnfc  of  the  Houfe,  but  he  could  fee  no  rcafon  for  fuftx:ndirig  the 
execution  of  the  fentence. 

Mr.  WHITBREAD,  fenlor,  faid,  that  Mr.  Palmer  was  de- 
fended of  an  old  and  refpeflable  family.  His  relations,  whom  he 
had  known  for  twenty-five  years,  he  could  aflure  the  Houfe,  confi- 
dered  the  condu<El  for  which  Mr.  Palmer  had  been  fentenced  to 
tranfportation,  as  proceeding  from  lunacy,  not  fVom  evil  intention. 

The  SOLICITOR  GENERAL  thought  the  queftion  of  great 
importance,  and  fuch  as  required  great  confideration,  and  he  feaad 
tliat  it  could  not  receive  the  attention  that  was  due  to  it  bv  Thurfdav, 
and  therefore  he  wiftied  a  later  day  (|\oulcl  b^  appointed  for  the  dif- 
cuiTion. 

Sir  GEORGE  CJORNEWALL  fold,  that  the  convlcl  being  on 
^xnd  ^  tranfport  ready  to  fiul,  ii^as  no  ^fcafon  kx  fcfufing  the  propor 
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time  for  the  difcufliori  of  the  cafe  ;  he  might  be  taken  front  on  board 
the  veffcl  and  remanded  to  prifon.  It  was  a  cafe  that  required  the 
attention  of  the  Houfe,  and  out  of  which  there  could  not  arife  any 
mifchicf ;  what  could  be  done,  in  his  opinion  ought  to  be  done,  and 
the  delay  of  the  failing  of  the  veflTel  appeared  to  him  to  be  nothing  in 
comparifon  to  the  importance  of  the  fubjcd  now  before  the  Houfe. 

Mr.  ADAM  faid  he  fpoke  without  the  leaft  knowledge  of  the  un- 
fortunate perfons  now  on  board  theveflel.  •  He  fpoke  independently 
of  every  confidcratlon,  except  that  of  his  duty  as  a  Member  of  that 
Houfe,  and  in  tliat  view  it  did  feem  to  him  that  this  w-as  a  queftion 
on  wliich  the  Houfe  ought  not  to  hcfitate  a  moment,  either  to  agree 
to  delay  the  failing  of  the  vcffel,  or  to  take  the  fubjcdl  into  confider- 
ation  as  early  as  p/)(rible. 

Mr.  Secretary  DUNDAS  faid  he  (hould  be  for  the  earlieft  day 
that  could  be  appointed  for  the  difcuflion.  But  with  regard  to  the 
other  proportion,  thatof  delaying  the  failing  of  the  vcflel,  or  remand- 
ing the  convict  to  prifon,  he  felt  himfelf  under  the  ncceflity  of  refift- 
ing  it,  although  fo  much  recommended  by  the  honourable  Baronet. 
He  conceived  himfelf  bound  in  duty  to  do  fo,  and  ic  would  lie  heavy 
on  his  confcience  if  he  negleScd  it,  and  gave  way  to  the  feelings  and 
emotions  of  the  moment  i  Jie  would,  by  doing  fo,  be  inftrumental  in 
poftponing  the  punifliment  of  one  man,  and  raifc  the  expectation  and 
increafc  the  cirappoinrmcnt  of  many  others. 

Mr.  WHITBREAD  faid  that  when  this  fubjea  was  difpofed  of, 
he  fhould  have  another  motion  to  fubmit  to  the  Houfe. 

Mr.  W.  SMITH  faid  he  (hould  vote  for  the  carlieft  day,  becaufe 
under  all  the  circumftances  that  appeared  to  him  to  be  the  beft.  But 
he  could  not  help  makine  this  obfervation :  If  the  principle  main- 
tained by  the  Secretar)'^  of  State  was  cairicd  to  its  full  length,  the 
fcntencc  of  the  Court  of  Jufiiciary  muft  be  executed,  even  if  it  (hould 
be  death ;  and  the  only  remedy  to  be  allowed  to  the  perfon  complain- 
ing, was,  an  inquiry  into  the  juftice  of  his  fentence  after  his  execution. 
He  wiAied  to  know  whether  there  was  in  nature  any  thing  more  like 
abfurdity  tlian  fuch  a  propolition. 

The  motion  for  rcfuming  this  debate  on  Thurfday  was  then  put 
and  carried. 

Mr.  WHITBREAD  faid,  tliat  the  Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer 
having  declared,  when  the  petition  juft  difpofed  of  for  the  prefent, 
was  prcfehted,  that  the  time  was  too  ftiort,  as  firft  propofed,  for  its 
confidcratlon,  he  could  hardly  now,  if  an  appeal  was  made  to  his  hu- 
manity, think  of  putting  the  fentence  againft  the  petitioner  in  exe- 
cution, before  the  debate  on  the  petition  was  deternuned.  He  there- 
fore hoped  that  His  Majefty  would  ftop  the  tranfport  from  failing, 
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until  that  event  (bould  be  over.  The  Secretary  of  State  had  faid,  h 
conicicnce  could  notfuflfer  him  to  ncglccl  his  duty :  Mr.  Whitbrca 
faid,  his  confcience  would  not  permit  himto  n(^lc£t  his;  and  his  feel- 
ing would  not  permit  him  to  let  this  night  pafs,  without  making  tire 
motion  with  which  he  intended  to  conclude ;  the  fubilance  was,  that 
His  Majcfty  (hould  be  addrcffed,  not  to  fufFcr  the  vcffcl  to  fail  until 
the  petition  offered  on  the  p^rt  of  Mr.  Palmer  (hould  be  heard.  He 
wasforr)'  he  could  not  conned  the  cafe  of  Mr.  Muir,  with  that  of  Mr. 
Palmer,  but  that  was  impoflibic  as  the  matter  now  flood,  for  the  cafe 
of  Mr.  Muir  was  not  now  before  the  Houfe,  and  therefore  he  ct)uM 
not  regularly  allude  to  him.  He  concluded  with  moving,  **  Tl  a: 
.  an  humble  addrefs  be  prefented  to  His  Majefty,  requefting  that  Hi» 
Majcfty  will  be  gracioufly  pleafed  to  give  directions  for  preventing  tbx 
faid  Reverend  Thomas  Fy(he  Palmer  being  fcnt  in  die  tranljwrt  tn 
which  he  is  now  on  board,  till  after  Thurfday  next." 

It  paflfed  in  the  negative. 

Sir  GEORGE  CORNEWALL  faid,  he  was  exceedingly  forr> 
to  ftand  forward  on  this  occafion,  he  was  forry  to  interfere  at  all  wirli 
the  prerogative  of  the  King,  as  he  was  the  fountain  of  mercy.  H: 
(Iiould  not  at  all.  endeavour  to  diredl  the  Houfe  on  that  fubjed ;  hut 
he  muft  fay  it  appeared  to  him  that  the  delay  which  was  now  afked  in 
favour  of  this  unfortunate  man,  was  nothing  mere  than  what  was  due 
to  the  difcuflion  of  the  fubjeft.  He  thought  it  a  very  hard  cafe,  that 
this  man  (hould  fufFcr  fo  hard  and  rigorous-a  fentcncc,  without  being 
properly  attended  to  in  the  fubjcfl  of  his  complaint. 

The  MASTER  OF  THE  ROLLS  oppofed  the  motion,  anJ 
maintained  there  was  no  parliamentary  ground  laid  down  for  grain- 
ing it,  there  wa'§  nothing  on  the  face  of  things  that  diftinguiflicd  ti'.e 
cafe  of  Mr.  Palmer  from  tjic  cafe  of  any  other  convict ;  and  (hould  tl»e 
Houfe  take  this  matter  up  as  it  ftood,  he  was  pcrfuadcd  it  would  be 
the  only  inftancc  of  the  kind  in  the  annals  of  Parliament.  He  main- 
tained that  tlicre  (hould  be  a  clear  cafe  made  out  on  the  part  of  the  pe- 
titioner of  fome  injuftice  or  hardfliip  done  to  him ;  his  own  allegation 
was  not  fufficient.  This  was  not  a  fentencc  given  ycfterday,  but  it 
was  the  fentence  of  a  criminal  Court  in  Scotland,  pronounced  five 
montlis  ago;  and  no  petition  and  no  application  made  till  this  mo- 
ment, though  Parliament  had  fat  for  upwards  of  a  month.  If  juf- 
tice  had  been  witliheld  from  any  man,  he  ought  to  prcfcnt  a  petition 
immediately.  It  would  be  the  moft  dangerous  precedent  in  the 
world,  if,  when  any  perfon  was  diflatisfied  with  a  fentence,  he  (hould 
apply  to  that  Houfe  inftead  of  the  Crown,  for  ail  the  other  convids 
might  do  the  fame  thing  as  Mr.  Palmer,  and  thereby  delay  the  exe- 
cution of  the  law  j  he  wHhed  gentlemen  to  lay  their  hands  upon  their 
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hearts,  and  a(k  whether  they  had  not  this  apprchcnfion.     Under 
thefe  impreflions  he  felt  it  his  duty  to  oppofe  this  motion. 

Mr.  FOX  faid,  that  the  arguments  urged  by  the  learned  gentle- 
nun  who  had  fpoken  laft  did  not  apply  to  the  prcfent  ftate  of  the  quef- 
tk>n.     The  petition  of  Mr.  Palmer  had  neither  been  received  nor 
rcjcdcd  ;  no  judgement  had  been  given  on  the  merits  of  the  petition 
in  the  prcfent  inftance.     It  had  been  deemed  proper  to  adjourn  all 
confideration  of  it  to  a  future  day,  that  Minifters  might  have  an  op- 
pominiiy,  by  examining  precedents,  to  fatisfy  their  doubts  with  re- 
fpcd  to  the  propriety  of  receiving  it.    Such  then  was  the  ftate  of  the 
qiKftion,  and  upon  the  peculiar  circumftances  of  the  cafe  was  grounded 
the  motion  which  had  been  brought  forward  by  his  honourable  friend. 
It  was  for  the  Houfc  to  confidcr  whether  iri  fuch  circumftances  it  was 
not  incumbent  upon  them  to  take  the  ftep  which  this  motion  fug- 
peftcdr   If  doubts  were  entertained  widi  refped  to  receiving  tlie  pe- 
tition, ou^t  the  fate  of  the  individual  to  be  determined  before  thefe 
dfmbts  were  difcufted  ?      If  the  cafe  appeared  entitled  to  future  con- 
fideration, was  it  confiftent  M'ith  juftice,  that  the  fentence  ihould 
prcvioufly  be  carried  into  execution  in  its  utmoft  extent,  andof  con- 
fequencc  the  petitioner  deprived  of  any  chance  of  benefiting  from  the 
refult  of  a  difcuffion  of  the  merits  of  his  petition.     Such  a  condud 
would  neither  be  confiftent  with  the  fpirit  of  Britifli  humanity,  nor 
the  principles  of  Britifh  juftice.     He  concluded  with  ftating  how  dif- 
gracefiil  it  would  be  to  the  character  of  Minifters,  and  how  incon- 
fiftent  with  every  principle  of  Ifumanity  and  juftice,  to  allow  a  fen- 
tence to  be  inflicted  in  all  its  rigour,  while  they  entertained  the  fm'alU 
eft  doubt  with  rcfpe<St  to  receiving  a  petition,  the  merits  of  which  it 
might  afterwards  be  found  fo  elTential  to  difcufs,   in  order  to  deter- 
mine what  ought  to  be  the  fate  of  the  Individual. 

The  Hon.  DUDLEY  RYDER  faid,  that  he'wiflied  to  make 
one  or  two  remarks  dn  what  had  been  faid  by  the  right  honourable 
gentleman  who  had  fpoken  laft,  with  rcfpe^  to  the  particular  circum- 
ftances of  the*  cafe.     Not  only  the  Houfe  had  never  had  the  petition 
under  their  confideration,   but  were  e\'cn  in  the  prcfent  moment 
doubtful,  whether  they  ought  to  confidcr  it  at  all.     The  honourable 
gentleman  had  not  thought  proper  to  come  forward  at  an  earlier  pe- 
riod with  any  propofition  of  this  fort.     And  though  it  appeared  that 
the  petition  had  been  figned  three  weeks  before,  no  opportunity  had 
been  found  to  produce  it  till  the  prcfent  moment,  when  the  tranfport 
tp  Botany  Bay^'as  ready  to  fail.     The  motion  now  brought  forward 
appeared  wholly  unprecedented.      Could  any  gentleman,  he  afked, 
produce  any  inftance  of  an  addrefs  from  that  Houfe  to  His  Majcfty, 
to  fufpcnd  the  operation  of  the  fentence  of  a  competent  court,  at  the 
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very  momesit  it  was  going  to  be  carried  into  execution?  Such  z  pro- 
ceeding he  would  confider  as  unconftitutional.  That  Houfe,  he  rc- 
'Piarkedy  had  given  no  opinion  at  all  with  refpe3  to  the  petition,  and 
no  ai^umeqt  could  be  founded  on  fuch  a  fuppo(ition.  It  was  a  quef- 
tion  cndrely  new,  and  he  ftnould  certainly  have  fome  hefitation  toaf- 
fcnt  to  a  mode  ^  of  procedure,  which  was  entirely  unknown  to  their 
anceftors,.  and  would,  he  trufted,  never  be  adopted  by  their  pcrfte- 
rity.  He  concluded  with  ftiling  the  line  of  conduft  fuggefted  by  die 
motion  the  moft  extraordinary  intcrpofition  which  had  ever  been  itr 
commended  to  that  Houfe. 

Mr.  ADAM  renfiarkedonthephrafe  **extraordinaiy  interpofition,'' 
as  employed  by  the  laft  fpeakcr  :  An  extraordinary  interpofition  on 
the  part  of  the  Houfe  of  Commons  became  neceffary  in  confcqucnce 
of  an  extraordinary  interpofition  of  the  Miniftcr.    He  begged  leave 
to  call  the  attention  of  the  Houfe  to  what  was  the  ftate  of  the  quef- 
'tion.    It  was  deemed  proper  to  defer  the  coiifideraiion  of  the  pro- 
priety of  receiving  the  petition.    Such  being  the  cafe,  the  honourabk 
gentleman  would  furely  not  fay  either  that  the  petition  would  not  be 
received,  or  diat  if  it  was  to  be  received,  that  the  prayer  of  it  would 
not  be  granted.    If  fuch  was  to  be  the  refult,  what  would  be  the  nc- 
ccflity  of  deferring  the  ccMifideration  of  the  petition  ?     It  was  nov 
propofed  to  be  difcuffed,  and  of  confequcnce  it  became  neCcffaiy  to 
adopt  die  prefcnt  motion,   in  order  to  give  a  fair  chance  for  the  iffuc 
of  fuch  difcuflion.    The  extraordinary  interpofition  of  the  Minifter 
in  propofing  a  delay  for  the  purpofe  of  examining  the  propriety  of  re- 
ceiving the  petition,  rendered  another  extraordinary  interpofition  ne- 
ceffary on  the  part  of  that  Houfe,  in  order  to  enfure  the  petitioner  the 
benefit  to  which  he  might  appear  entitled,  from  the  difcuifion  of  tlie 
merits  of  his  petidon,  and  at  leaft  allow  the  queftion  to  be  feirljr 
cahvaffed.     When  the  honourable  gentleman  who  fpdce  laft  accufed 
this  fide  of  tke  Houfe  with  delay,  and  talked  of  no  propofition  of 
this  fort  having  been  brought  forward  in  an)'  former  inftancc,  he 
certainly  feemcd  to  have  forgot  every  thing  Aat  has  pafled  on  the 
fubjed.     Witlaii  a  few  days  after  die  opening  of  the  feflipn,  he 
had  givei^  notice  of  his  intention  to  bring  forward  a  motion  for  the 
rcforn>  of  the  Criminal  Law  of  Scodand ;  he  then  intimated,  that 
tliough  the  bill  fhould  only  be  brought  in  to  amend  the  law,  yet 
that  inftrudion  fhould  be  given  to  the  Committee  to  introduce  a 
partiquiar  claufe,  that  fliould  have  a  retrofpedive. influence  to  the 
jieciflons  in  the  trials  of  Muir  and  Pj^lmer.     He  wiflied,  as  long 
as  poflibie,  tQ  have  deferred  making  the  dccifionsof  a  Court  of  Ju- 
dicature liie  Pbjedl  of  difcuffion  in  a  Houfe  of  Commons,  as  he 
^ccrt^nly  did  not  confider  that  as  by  any  means  the  moft  proper  place 
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for  fuch  difcuflion.  He  had  now,  however,  no  other  means  of 
jdifchaiging  what  he  conceived  to  be  his  duty,  thnn  by  giving  his 
/uj^rt  to  the  prefent  motion-  He  contended  that  there  tod  n  >  at- 
tempt been  made,  as  had  been  afTerted  by  the  honourable  gentleman 
who  ipoke  laft,  to  inveigle  Minifters,  but  that,  on  the  contrar\s  gen- 
tlemen on  the  fame  fide  with  himfelf,  had  conduced  themfelves  in 
pretv  inftance  with  the  utmoft  fairnefs  and  candour. 

Mr.  Chancellor  PITT  faid,  that  though  but  little  difpofed  to  go 
into  any  length  in  the  prefent  ftage  of  the  bufinefs,  he  found  it  nc- 
fcffary  to  advert  to  what  had  been  faid  by  the  honourable  gentleman, 
»ho  fpokc  laft,  with  refpccSt  to  his  extrordinary  intcrpofition  in  the 
prefent  inftanccr  The  opinion  which  he  had  given,  as  to  the  prp- 
perty  of  receiving  the  petition,  was  the  opinion  that  appeared  to  ha 
fanc^ioncd  by  the  fentimcnts  of  the  great  body  of  the  Houfe.  It  was 
an  opinion  which  he  had  given  fimply  in  the  difchaige  of  his  duty 
as  a  Member  of  that  Houfe.  Such  then  was  the  nature  of  his  in- 
tcrpofition ;  the  other  intcrpofition  propofed  by  the  motion,  was  of 
a  defcription  riiat  did  not  come  within  the  fphere  of  the  ordinary 
funftions  of  the  Houfe.  He  had  given  it  as  his  opinion,  that  a 
petition  fo  novel,  and  ^ith  refpccl  to  which,  not  even  one  prece- 
dent could  be  received,  required  at  leaft  to  be  confidered.*  But  then 
it  was  afked,  will  you  rcjeft  the  petition  ?  He  mtift  confefs,  that 
were  he  to  aft  from  his  immediate  information,  he  (bould  certainly 
give  it  as  his  opinion,  that  the  petition  ought  to  be  rejedcd.  But , 
at  the  fame  time,  he  was-induccd  to  propofe  it  as  a  fubjcd  of  future 
confidcration  from  the  great  importance  which  he  attached  to  the 
queilion,  and  the  neceflity  which  he  conceived  of  determining  on 
fuch  a  point  with  the  utmofl:  caution.  Yet  even  if  the  petition  was 
to  be  laid  on  the  table,  he  was  of  opinion,  that  fuch  a  circumftancc 
could  ail(Nrd  no  ground  of  application  to  his  Majefty,  which  was  fug- 
guAed  by  the  prefent  motion.  The  only  grounds  for  receiving  fuch 
a  petition,  would  be  very  ftrong  prcfumptions  of  the  illtgality  of  the 
trial  upon  the  face  of  the  proceedings.  An  J  what  had  palfed  in  the 
Houfe  upon  this  fubjeft  ?  When  tlic  bufinefs  h:id  been  brought  for- 
ward, he  and  his  right  honourable  friend  (Mr.  Dundas)  had  dedarcd 
themfelves  fully  convinced  of  die  legal  mode  in  which  the  proceed- 
ings had  been  conduced,  and  ready  tq  meet  any  difcuflion  on  the 
fubjeft.  No  mcafureshad  bCen  taken  to  fufpend  the  execution  of  the 
fcntence.  It  was  now  on  the  point  of  being  finally  carried  into  efFecl; 
and  he  could  not  help  remarking  it  as  rather  a  Angular  circum- 
ftancc, that  this  delay  (hould  have  taken  place,  that  the  petition,  af- 
ter having  flept  for  three  weeks,  fliould  now  be  brought  forward  to 
^ork  upon  the.feelingsof  the  Houfe^  at  a  ipoment  when  the  circuni- 


4+6  PARLIAMENTARY  A.  1794. 

fiances  of  the  cafe  might  be  fuppofcd  to  be  fuch  as  to  preclude  cool 
and  deliberate  invedigation.     And  what  would  be  die  confequcnce 
of  adopting  the  prefent  motion  ?  It  would  tend  to  give  to  the  piiUic 
mind  the  impreflion  that  you  entertain  a  doubt' of  the  legality  of  the 
fentence.     It  would  tend  to  caft  a  flur  upon  the  proceedings  of  the 
Court,  and  at  a  time  too  when  to  produce  fuch  an  impreflion,  and 
to  countenance  fuch  a  ftigma,  might  be  of  the  moft  dangerous  confe- 
qucnce.     I  truft  then,   faid  Mr.  Pitt,   that,   from  the  whole  of  the 
condudt  of  Minifters,  it  will  appear  they  arc  not  chargeable  with  any 
want  of  candour  or  opcnefs,  and  that  they  ougiit  to  be  entirely  ex- 
culpated from  a  fufpicion  of  having  occafioncd  any  delay  in  the  jmo- 
grcfs  of  the  prefent  difcuflfion. 

Mr.  ADAM,  in  explanation^  ftatcd  the  fadt,  tliat  he  had  moved 
for  feme  papers  relative  to  the  proceedings  upon  the  trials  of  Muir 
and  Palmer,  and  that  the  Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer,  after  hav- 
ing taken  four  days  to  conftder  the  fubjcc\,  had  thought  proper  to 
negative  his  motion. 

Mr.  SHERIDAN  remarked,  that  thofe  who  had  oppofed  the 
motion  had  confounded  two  things  perfeftly  di flinch,  the  motion 
which  was  to  have  been  brought  on  by  his  learned  friend  (Mr. 
Adam)  and  the  ftate  of  the  quefUon  as  it  at  prefent  fttxxl.     Thofe 
who  efpoufed  the  fame  fide  of  the  queftion  with  himfclf  had  been 
accufcd  by  an  honourable  gentleman,    and  the  idea,  though  not 
cxprefsly  aflcrted,  fcemed,  in  fome  degree  to  be  countenanced  by 
the  right  honourable  gentleman  wlio  had  fpoken  laft,  with  having 
attempted  to  inveigle  Minifters  into  a  declaration  of  their  fcnti- 
ments.      It  was  really  fomcwhat  amufing  that  they  (hould  be  ac- 
cufcd with  having  endeavoured  to  furpriic  the  candour,  and  im- 
pofe   uj  on  the  ingcnuoufncfs  of  Minifters.     They,  good  fimple 
fouls,   it  fcemed,  were  onlv  to  be  attacked  in  this  manner,  and  the 
only  advantage  which  oppofition  had  to  0 xpe«ft,  was  to  be  expected 
from  tills  motle  of  attack.     But  if  he  was  allowed  to  advert  to  the 
ftatcment  of  faSs,  he  conceived  that  nothing  could  be  more  fair  and 
direct  than  the  condudl  of  thofe  who  had  efpoufed  the  caufc  of  thofe 
unfortunate  men,  who  had  unfortunately  incurred  the  vei^geancc  of 
the  law,  and  nothing  more  fufpicious  t.ian  the  conduft  of  their 
oppon  nts.     He,  with  a  noble  lord,  and  another  honourable  gen- 
tleman, had  waited  upvm  a  right  honourable  gentleman  (Mr.  Dun- 
das)  at  a  very  early  ftage  of  this  bufinefs.     They,  at  his  rcqucft, 
prcfcnted  him  with  a  ftatcment  of  the  ground  upon  which  they 
meant  to  oppofe  the  dtcifipns  in  thefe  trials  which  had  lately  taken 
place  in  Scotland.     He  muft  confefs  that  the  honouraUe  gentk- 
^n  had  in  tlus  interview  conduced  himfclf  with  thp  ytmoft  pn^ 
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dour  and  politenefs.     Upon  being  prcfcnted  with  a  report  of  the 
objcdions  to  the  trials,  as  a  fuffiticnt  proof  that  he  allowed  them 
fomc  weight,  he  had   immediately  tranfmittcd  them  to  Scotland. 
But  afterwards,  upon  receiving  an  anfwcr  from  the  Judges,  he  had 
affumed  a  vcr>^  different  conduct,  and  hnd  neither  thought  proper  to 
prcfent  them,  nor  the  parties  concerned,  with  a  copy  of  that  an- 
fwcr.    One  honourable  gentleman  has  fv.itcd,  that,  after  various 
attempts  in  this  bufinefs,  we  have  in  every  inftancc  failed  in  cur 
objed.     The  fame   honourable  gentleman  has,   however,  rather 
unluckily,  accufed   us  with  delay.      That  we  have  indeed  failed, 
in  all  our  former  attempts  to  bring  this  bufinefs  to  a  fair  difcuflion, 
is  the  rcafon  why  we  found  it  ftill  ncceffary  to  perfcvcre.     A  good 
deal  of  delay  lias,  however,  arifen  from  the  other  fide.     Wlien  my 
learned  friend  (Mr.  Adam)  moved  for  fome  papers  relative  to  the 
late  trials  in  Scotland,  the  right  honourable  gentleman  tcx)k  four 
days  to  confider  of  the  queftion,  before  he  thought  proper  to  give  a 
negative  to  the  motion.     There  were  other  caufes  of  delay  befides 
thofc  which  arofe  from  this  dilatory'  conduct  on  the  part  of  Miniftry. 
1  here  were  fomc  circumftances  of  fuch  peculiar  dclicacr,  that  he 
Ihould  barely  wilh  to  mention,  but  which  had  operated  in  prevent- 
ing this  petiiion  from  being  brought  forward  fooner  to  the  Houfe. 
It  was  conceived  that  from  the  inHucnce  of  certain  a)nnevSlions,  it 
would  neither  be  proper  or  huir.ane  to  advife  the  petitioners  to  have 
rccourfc  to  the  prefimt  moiie  of  feeking  relief  by  jKtition,  while 
there  remained  the  fmallell  chance  of  obtaining  favour  from  royal 
mercy.      It  was  conceived  too,  thit  as  the  prerog-irivc  to  pard'.)n  was 
particularly  A'clred  in  the  Ciovin,  a  petition  of  this  fort,  addrelfcd 
to  the  Houfc  of  Commons,  miglit  wear  an  appearance  of  wliat  of 
ail  diings  we  were  chiefly  defirous  to  avoid — a  wifti  to  trencli  upon 
this  prerogative.      Befides,  an  idea  was  ftudioufly  held  out,  that  ihc 
n>yal  mercy  might  be  e\ tended,   if  oppofition  to  the  fintencc  was 
not  too  firongly  prclfcd  by  a  ceitain  obnoxiou*".  quarter.      Ftom  tl^ 
infiiiencc  of  thcfe  motive*,  this  petition  was  prevcntt*d  troin  being 
fu>njr  brou;;ht  forward.    The  lenience,  faid  Mr.  Sheridjm,  I  affirm 
in  every  refprt5\  to  li.ivc  been  the  mofl  hoftile  to  the  pririjiplcs  of 
this  Confiitution,  and  in  its  nature  moft  unjufl,  illegal,  and  oppref- 
five — it  is  fuch  a  fentcnce,  that  if  it  had  taken  place  in  England, 
1  ihould  not  have  been  furprifed  that  the  country  had  rifen  up  in 
2xms  to  oppofe  it ;  and  as  litde  rtiould  I  liavc  been  furprifed,  if  the 
attempt  to  introduce  the  law  on  which  this  fentence  is  founded  into 
this  countryi  fhould  have  coft  the  head  of  that  Minirtcr  who  fhould 
have  dared  fo  grofsly  to'inlult  the  principles  of  the  BritiOi  ConfU- 
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heard  the  proceedings  on  thefe  trials,  wiiofe  feelings  do  fiot  revolt  a( 
the  recital:  and  if  fuch  arc  the  feelings  of  Engliflimcn,  vliat  con- 
duS  ought  tliefe  feelings  to  didlate  to  us  in  the  prefcnt  inftance !  If 
fuch  is  the  fpirit  of  the  Englifli  law,  and  Scotland  forms  a  part  of 
the  Britifli  Empire,  why  ought  (he  to  be  excluded  from  that  pnv 
tedion,  which  all  the  fubjedts  of  that  empire  have  a  right  to  expccf 
from  this  Houfc  r    When  my  honourable  friend  mentioned  that  he 
had  not  fcen  thofe  gentlemen  (MefTrs.  Muir  and  Palmer)   who  arc 
unfortunately  connc(ft«d  witii  the  prefent  difcufTion,   I  am  fure  tliat 
he  meant  them  no  pcrfonal  difrefpeiS.     I  have  fcen  tliem — fccn 
them  affociatcd  with  convicts  of  the  moft  wortWcfs  and  dcfpicablc 
defcription ;    feen  them,  not  indeed  loaded  witli  irons,  but  thcfc 
irons  frefhly  taken  off.      I  have  feen  them  feparated  from  one  ano- 
ther ;  furcty  an  unneceffary  addition  to  their  fufferings,   thus  wan- 
tonly depriving  them  of  that  Lift  of  all  cdnfolation,  the  fociety  of 
afHi^ion.     In  reverting  to  the  particular  cafe  which  was  the  grounJ 
of  the  motion,  I  beg  leave  to  put  the  cafe,  that  inflcad  of  a  fcntcncc 
of  tranfportation,  it  had  been  a  fentcncc  of  death  ;  fuppofe  that  the 
petition  Hates,  that  the  petitioner  ^^-as  not  the  perfon  who  ought  to 
have  been  tried  ;  and  then  fuf  pc  fc  that  the  execution  was  to  take 
place  on  Wcdncfday,  the  day  previous  to  that  appointed  for  the 
confidcration  of  the  jKtition  ;   if  in  fuch  a  cafe  the  unhappy  peti- 
tioner fliould  fall  an  innocent  victim  to  the  weak  or  wicked  poIic>' 
of  a  Miniilcr,  that  Minilkr  ouj^ht  himfelf  to  fuffcr  the  death  which 
he  had  thus  wrongfully  inflicted.     There  is  one  circumftance  in  the 
^  prefent  cafe  whi(?h  cannot  be  too  often  recalled  or  too  forcibly  urged, 
namely,  that  the  Court  of  whofc  fcntcnce  we  complain,  is  a  Court 
from  which  there  is  no  appeal.      In  the  prefent  inftance  the  fentcncc  i 
IS  tantamount  to  death  iti'clf,  a  banifhment  for  feven  or  fourteen  j 
years  from  all  the  enjoyments  of  ix)lifhed  fociety,  from  all  the  con- 
folations  of  fricndfliip,  and  the  reciprocation  of  domeftic  endearment; 
if  the  fa(5ls  fliall  be  proved  to  be  fuch  as  I  have  endeavoured  to 
Ihew,  there  will  be  fuch  a  cafe  made  out  as  fliould  induce  you  to 
give  immediate  relief  to   tlie  individual,  and  to  provide  a  fpccJv  J 
remedy  for  the  law.      If  fuch  be  the  cafe,  the  feelings  of  tliofc 
gentlemen  who  would  refift  the  affording  fuch  relief  are  nut  very 
defirable,  nor  are  their  confciences  much  to  be  envied.     I  (hall  onlr 
add,  that  if  the  fentcncc,  wiiich  it  is  the  objcdt  of  this  morion  » 
fufpend,  (hould  take  place  before  Thnrfday,  Miniftcrs  will  ibnd  in 
a  fituation  of  refponfibility  which^  it  certainly  will  not  be  plcafantfot 
them  to  incur,  and  which,  perhaps,  at  a  future  period,  theyi«^T 
wifh  they  had  avoided. 
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Mr.  ANSTRUTHER  faid,  that  he  could  not  help  remarking 
that  the  honourable  gentleman  who  had  juft  fat  down  had  intro- 
duced a  great  deal  of  matter  into  his  fpcech,  quite  forpign  to  the 
fubjed  in  queftion.     He  had  canvaffed  the  queftion  of  the  legality 
or  illegality  of  the  fentencc,  and  had  fpoken  much  of  a  pcrfort  with 
vfhom  the  Houfc  had  then  nothing  to  do,  he  meant  Mr.  Muir ; 
but  perhaps  the  gentleman  had  on  the  whole  a6ted  wifely,  by  bring- 
ing forward  declamation  on  the  prefent'occafion,  and  refcrving  argu- 
ment to  a  future  opportunity.     The  prefent  cafe,  he  conceived,  was 
to  be  di(Kngui(hed  from  everj' other,  and  they  had  no  other  grounds 
to  reafon  upon  but  the  few  fads  immediately  before  them.     Mr. 
Palmer  had  been  conviftcd  of  a  crime  by  a  competent  Court,  who 
had  in  their  difcrction  pronounced  the  fcntence  of  the  law.     This 
fentencc  the  Houfe  were  told  was  un^-arrantable  and  oppreflive ; 
but  for  this  opinion,   the  only  authority  they  as  yet  had,  was  a 
peddon  oflercd  to  be  brought  up,  but  which,  on  account  of  its 
beir^  an  application  quite  of  a  novel  nature,  was  as  yet  only  known 
to  exift,  and  the  propriety  of  even  at  all  receiving  it  was  poflponed 
to  a  futm:e  day.     Was  this  then  a  fufficient  ground  for  the  Houfe 
to  interpofe  in  an  extraordinary  manner,  and  procure  a  fufpenfion 
of  the  execution  of  the  fentence  ?    Moft  certainly  not ;  for  if  it  were 
fo,  then  every  man  in  a  ftate  of  condemnation,  every  convidt  on 
board  the  hulks,  had  a  right  to  claim  the  fame  privilege  ;  it  muft  be 
extend;^  to  every  cafe  or  none.     The  motion  too  only  went  to  fuf- 
pcnd  the  execution  of  the  fentence,  until  the  propriety  of  receiving 
the  petition  (hould  be  debated  ;  but  if  the  cafe  be  ftrong  now,  it 
muft  be  much  ftronger  if  petitions  were  to  be  received.    Nay,  where 
could  wc'ftop,  or  what  would  be  the  confequence,  except  it  were  to 
be  allowed,  that  the  Houfe  of  Comnjons  (hould  at  once  become  a 
Courtof  Appeal  and  Judicial  Authority  ?    It  had  been  alkcd,  when 
rile  cafe  had  been  referred  to  the  Judges,  why  their  Report,  and  the 
reafons  on  which  it  was  founded,   had  not  been  communicated  to 
Mr.  Palmer,  or  to  thofe  who  had  intcrcfted  themfelves  in  his  behalf? 
But  he  conceived  it  was  by  no  means  nccelfary,  nor  did  he  believe 
it  to  be  cuftomary  in  any  cafe  to  communicate  any  thing  but  the 
rcfult.     With  refpedl  to  the  conduv^  of  Minifters  on  this  occaiion, 
he  by  no  means  conceived  them  to  be  placed  in  any  peculiar  iitu« 
ations :  it  was  their  duty  to  treat  all  convids  in  the  fame  manner, 
nor  (fid  he  imagine,  that  any  greater  degree  of  refponfibility  attached 
to  them  in  the  prefent  cafe  than  in  any  other  whatfoever. 

Mr.  WHITBREAD  obferved,  that  he  found  himfelf  under  the 
necdfity  of  animadverting  on  feveral  exprefTions  that  liad  fallen  from 
an  honomable  gentleman  (Mr.  Ryder)  oppoitte.     One  regarded  the 
Vol.  XXXVn.  '     a  M 
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QiodVcs  whic^  had  induce^  him  to  bring  fenvard  his  modon.     Al- 
though he  humbly  conceived  chat,  except  independent  cf  gesexal 
aBertion,  his  motives  were  particularly  attacked^  he  was  not  bound 
tp  -defend  them,  yet  ^s  he  was  not  aihamcd  of  them,  he  would  not 
hefitate,  if  occcflaiy,  to  avow  them.     At  the  fame  time  he  begged 
leave  to  obferve,  that  while  he  gave  credit  to  others  for  the  purity 
of  their  motives^  gnd  woqid  liften  ,with  attention,  yet  in  the  exer- 
cife  of  his  duty,  he  knew  of  np  higher  appeal  than  that  of  his  own 
judgement,  and  he  looked  not  for  the  approbation  of  that  gentleman^ 
oir.of  9xxy  oliher  but  tfiat  only  of  his  own  confcience.     Another  im- 
putation had  been  thrown  out  againft  him,  that  his  feelings  and  hi» 
<^fcience  had  been  tardy  in  thdr  operation ;  but  on  what  foun- 
dation ?   Had  he  not  (eiz^d  the  firft  opportunity  to  make  his  motimiy 
ha^  he  not  in  faA  been  fo  alert,  that  he  was  drawn  into  incgularitf 
1^  getting  up  to  give  notice  he  would  maipe  a  /notion  durix^  die 
continuance  of  the  preceding  debate  i  It  had  been  remarked  thJt 
Ibis  pn)C0eding  was  novel  and  extraordinary :  it  was  6) ;  and  if  it 
ftiould  be  found  that  a  finfiilar  inilancc  had  never  before  occurred,  h^ 
(hould  oonfider  himfplf  extremely  happy  were  he  to  fuooed  in  placing 
the  firft  precedent  on  the  Jouitiak  of  the  Houfe.     If  he  wasaikcd, 
trfiy  he  had  not  before  this  fiept  forward  in  the  caufe  ?  it  was  bocaufe 
it  had  been  placed  in  more  able  hands,,  tvho  had  been  doing  aU  thit 
men  could  do ;  who  had  been  making  repeated  applications,  but  in 
vain ;  and  wliich  had  confequently  rendered  this  extraordinary  niei- 
fure  neceflfary.     He  had  not  kept  back,  becaufe  his  feelings  woe 
lefs  intereded  in  the  wcl&re  of  the  unhappy  man  who  wa^^the  objcd 
of  his  motion.     No  \  he  be^ed  leave  to  join  with  the  honourable 
gentleman  near  him,  in  glorying  that  he  had  been  to  fee  Mr.  Palmer; 
that  he  had  converfed  with  him,  and  that  he  had  giv^  him  his 
opinion  with  refpedl  to  the  line  of  coridudl  fit  to  be  purfued.     As 
to  the  immediate  queftion  before  the  Houfe,  he  would  wifh  to  fet 
right  the  honourable  gentleman  who  had  fpoken  before  him.     He 
meant  not,  nor  in  the  mod  didant  manner  could  he  intend  Co  in- 
clude in  his  motion  any  thing  relating  to  Mr.  Muir,  however 
deferving  that  gentleman  alfo  was  of  the  attention  of  that  Houfe ; 
his  requeft  was  (imply  this,  that  the  Houfe  would  endeavour  to 
procure  a  refpite  for  two  days  of  tlie  execution  of  a  fentence  againfl 
an  unfortunate  man  vidio  had  offered  a  petition  to  that  Houfe,  the 
Coniideration  of  which,  as  to  its  being  received  or  lejedkd,  the; 
had  for  that  length  of  time  poftponed.     Of  the  pctiticxi  itfdf,  and 
the  matters  contained  in  it^  he  wifhed  not  to  argue,  nor  was  the 
legality  of  the  fentence  complained  of  in  any  fhape  before  them. 
If  the  matters  contained  in  the  petition  fbould  prove;  to  l{e  of  that 
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^m^t  as  fliould  induce  the  Houfe  to  graot  die  petidoner  reliefy  lie 
billed  tfaey  would  not  be  fo  inconftftent  as  to  refufe  a  meafure  which 
fiqemed  eflfendally  neceiTaiy,  to  enfure  any  favourable  reibludon 
Acf  mig^t  pafs  having  the  intended  benevolent  eiFedV. 

The  Marquis  of  TITCH FIELD  faid,  he  conceived  himfelf  to 
be  at  perfect  liberty  to  embrace  whatever  fide  of  the  argument  tRe 
ciieumftances  of  the  cafe,  when  fully  explained,  (hould  induce  fc^s 
mfaid  to  efpoufe ;  biit  at  the  prefent  moment  he  was  perfuaded'  that 
Ac  Houfe,  for  the  fake  of  humanity  and  confidence,  ought  to 
accede  to  the  motion  before  them.  * 

Mr,  WILBERFORCE  agj-ccd  that  the  Houfe  fhould  not  lofc 
li^  of  its  humanity  upon  this  or  any  other  fubjed,  but  thought 
that  if  any  inhumanity  was  to  be  found  in  this  proceeding,  it  wafs 
owhag  to  the  manner  in  which  the  fubjcdl  had  been  delayed  by  the 
advocates  of  thofe  gendemen.  He  obferved,  that  he  had  purchaTcd 
a  copy  of  Mr.  Palmer's  trial,  and  meant  to  read  it  with  attentioh, 
and  to  piocure  every  pofllble  information  on  the  fubjet^,  that  hie 
might  be  ready  to  form  an  opiaion  when  the  matter  came  to  be  fully 
difcufled ;  at  prefent  the  matter  was  argued  tn  a  very  general  mah- 
ner,  and  nodiing  could  be  faid  with  any  degree  of  precifion. 

-Mr.  F.  THOMPSON  faid,  the  honourable  gentleman's  hu- 
maai^  feemed  to  be  alive  only  to  objefis  of  a  particular  defcription'; 
and  anH>ng  Mr.  Palmer's  other  misfortunes,  it  was  now  matter  of 
regret  that  he  had  not' been  bom  a  negro,  in  order  to  have  had  1 
claim  to  tbat  honourable  gentleman's  fympadiy  and^compa{nor(. 
He  remarked,  that  it  was  rather  with  a  bad  grace  that  the  honour- 
able member  complained  of  any  delay  or  neglcd  on  the  part  of 
Mr.  Palmer's  advocates,  when  he  himfelf  ftated,  that  though  he 
had  purchafed  a  copy  of  the  trial,  he  had  not  yet  read  it.  He  com 
ceived  it  to  be  the  facred  right  of  every  individual  in  the  kingdom 
to  petition  Parliament,  when  he  confidered  himfelf  to  be  aggrieved, 
and  he  alfo  conceived  it  to  be  the  indifpenfable  duty  of  the  reprefen- 
titivesof  the  people  to  liften  to  their  remonftrances.  Mr.  Palmer 
had  come  forward  to  demand  jufiice,  why  fhould  he  endeavoor  to 
alter  the  expreflion  ?  For  if  Mr.  Palmer  was*  really  opprefifed,  he  , 
had  a  right  to  come  and  demand  jufiice,  and  it  was  the  duty  of  that 
Houfe  to  attend  to  his  demand ;  and  it  was  their  duty,  while  they 
had  his  demand  under  confiderati^,  that  they  ihould  providb 
againft  his  being  unneceflarily  or  illegally  punifhed.  He  then  ob- 
ferved, that  a  circumftance  had,  in  the  courfe  of  debate  upon  this 
inotion,  bSfen  taken  notice  of,  which,  from  the  intimate  knowledge 
he  had  of'  the  fubjedl,  he  was  induced  to  place  in'a  fair  point  of 
view;     He  alluded  to  the  arreft  of  Coutit  ZenobiOj  wMch  h;^ 
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been  faid  to  have  originated  with  Mr.  Home  Tooke  ;  ii^hereas  in 
faft  the  Count  was  in  the  firft  pbce  l^ally  and  feirly  arrcftcd  for 
a  debt  of  fixty  pounds  by  a  Mr.  Miles,  in  confequence  of  his 
being  ordered  to  quit  the  kingdom ;  but  certainly  fcycial  detainers 
Were  afterwards  lodged  with  the  proper  officer  in  whofe  cuftody  the 
Count  happened  to  be.  As  to  Home  Tooke,  whofe  name  fccrocd 
to  excite  particular  fcnfations,  he  hefitatcd  not  to  fay  that  he  was  a 
man  whofe  principles  he  admired?  whofe  charafter  he  was  vciy 
well  acquainted  with,  and  whofe  frici^dfliip  he  had  the  ples^fure  of 
enjoying :  let  it  likewlfe  be  remembered  that  his  name  has  been 
affociated  with  that  of  Mr.  Pitt,  when  in  his  day  of  glory  he  de- 
clared, that  a  Reform  of  Parliament  Mas  effeniial  to  the  falvation 
of  the  countrv ;  that  his  name  was  then  afTociated  with  thofe  then 
apparent  patriots,  the  faid  Mr.  Pitt,  the  Duke  of  Richmond,  Dr. 
Jcbb,  Mr.  Wyvil,  and  others,  who  met  at  the  Thatched  Houfc 
Tavern ;  and  let  it  likcwifc  be  remembered  that  the  procecdii^of 
thefe  gendemen  have  produced  all  the  miferics  which  the  unfortu- 
nate Mr-  Palmer  has  already  undergone,  or  may  yet  undciga 
What  has  he  done  but  echo  thefc  ftntiments  fo  often  founded  in 
our  cars  ?  And  when  the  quefiion  of  expediency  as  to  time  ^'as  agi- 
tated, was  he  not  right  in  faying,  what  time  can  be  more  proper 
than  that,  when  the  Prime  Miniftcr  of  the  country  is,  of  all  others, 
the  man  who  came  forward  in  the  moft  decided  manner,  the  advo- 
cate of  an  unequivocal  conftitutional  reform  ?  What  then  i^  the 
confequence  of  thefe  obfcrvations,  but  that  the  Chancellor  of  the 
Exchequer,  and  his  alTociates,  arc  the  real  caufe  of  this  unfortunate 
man's  fufFerings  ;  that  they  arc  the  real  caufc  of  the  prefcnt  debate, 
and  that  they  alone  arc  refponfible  for  all  the  mifchiefs  which  aaj 
ultimately  be  the  confequence  of  this  unprecedented  profecution. 

Mr.  JOLIFFE  was  againft  the  motion. 

Mr.  STANLEY  fupported  it. 
.   The  Houfe  divided. 

For  the  motion,  34 ;  againft  it,  104^ 

The  Houfc  adjourned. 

Tuejday  2^th  February. 

The  Houfe  rcfolvcd  itfclf  into  a  Committee  upon  the  Penny  Poft 
BiU. 

Mr.  C.  LONG  propofed  a  rcfolution  to  the  Committccj  to 
condder  of  the  conveyance  of  letters  by  the  penny  poft.  He  ftatcd, 
that  as  the  law  now  ftood,  letters  fent  by  this  conveyance  from  any 
part  of  the  city  of  London  or  Weftminfter,  the  borough  of  South- 
work  or  the  fuburbs^  to  apy  other  part  thereofj  were  liable  to  pf 
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one  penny ;  but  if  fent  from  the  city  of  London,  &c.  to  any 
place  out  of  that  city  and  fuburbs,  another  penny  was  payable.  In 
like  manner  he  propofed  an  additional  penny  fhould  be  payable  upon 
letters  put  into  the  penny  poll  office  out  of  the  city  of  London,  &c. 
and  conveyed  to  any  place  within  the  cities  of  London,  Wcftmin- 
dcT,  or  fuburbs.  ^e  faid,  that  the  obje£^  in  laying  the  additional 
penny  in  the  manneir  he  propofed,  was  to  defray  the  additional  exr 
peiKe  which  would  be  incurred,  by  increafing  the  number  of  deli- 
verers of  letters  by  the  penny  poft,  which  he  faid  were  in  future 
to  he  delivered  fix  times  g  day  indead  of  two ;  and  that  the  regu- 
lation was  to  take  effedl  as  foon  as  poiTible. 

Mr.  SHERIDAN  obferved,  that  this  was  a  comical  fort  of  Irifli 
tax,  or  penny  poft,  where  a  man  was  to  pay  two-pence  for  it.  He 
objeflcd  to  this  as  a  new  tax,  under  the  title  of  regulation  of  an  old 
one  ;  and  tliat  although  tlie  cafe  was  trivial  in  itfclf,  yet  the  prin- 
ciple on  which  it  proceeded  was  niTong  ;  .for  that  the  regular  condud 
of  finance  fhould  be,  iirft,  a  fupply  was  to  be  agreed  upon  to  a 
certain  amount,  and  then,  after  time  being  allowed  to  coniider  the 
cafe  attentively,  the  ways  and  means  for  ndfing  tliat  fupply  were  to 
be  propofed ;  and  again,  fome  time  was  to  be  given  to  die  Houfc 
to  coofider  on  the  mode  of  railing  that  fupply  ;  and  the  whole  being 
determined,  there  could  not  after  that  regularly  be  an  additional 
tax  for  that  year.  The  prefent  propofition  was  not  a  new  tax  in 
j)oint  of  form  or  name,  but  was  fo  in  point  of  foft ;  for  it  propofed 
an  additional  tax  on  the  carriage  of  certain  letters  under  the  title  of 
the  Penny  Poft.  This  he  contended,  ought  to  have  been  brought 
forward  in  the  Ways  and  Means  of  the  year ;  for  at  that  time  the 
public  ought  to  have  known  all  the  burthens  they  were  to  bear  for 
the  enfuing  year. 

The  SPEAKER,  in  reply  to  Mr.  Sheridan,  obferved,  that  in 
point  of  form  this^ill  was  quite  regular,  in  not  being  mentioned  in 
the  Committee  of  Ways  and  Means ;  for  he  contended,  that  only 
fuch  riiatters  fhould  regularly  be  mentioned  in  the  Committee  of 
Ways  and  Means  as  formed  a  part  of  what  had  been  voted  for  the 
fupply  of  the  current  year.  In  point  of  fa<S,  the  increafe  of  the 
poftage  of  Ictttrs  was  not  appropriated  to  the  fervice  of  the  year,  and 
therefore  did  not  fall  v.  ithin  the  dcfcription  above  mentioned. 

Mr,  Cliancellor  PITT  faid,  that  the  principle  laid  down  by  the 
honourable  gentleman  (Mr.  Sheridan)  was  by  no  means  univeifal, 
becaufe  cafes  occurred  in  every  feflTion  of  parliament  in  dire<St  oppo« 
(ition  to  it.  In  cafes  where  a  tax  had  been  evaded,  and  a  bill 
bit>ught  in  to  prevent  fuch  evafions,  the  natural  co(ifequcnce  war# 
that  the  revcn^  was  increafed :  but  did  any  man  ever  argue,  that 


454  PARLIAMENtARY  A,  1794. 

fuch  a  meafure  muft  be  brought  forward  in  tiie  Committee  of  Ways 
and  Means  ?  Certainl3r  not.  But  in  die  prefent  inftance,  it  was  by 
no  means  certain  that  the  additional  duty  would  increaie  the  reve- 
nue>  becaufe  it  had  not  been  poflible  to  calculate  the  expeiices  of 
the?  ncfw  arrangements  in  the  Poft  Office,  or  whether  die  additional 
duty  would  more  than  cover  them ;  dicreforc  it  could  not  be  ftated 
as  part  of  the  Ways  and  Means  of  the  year,  when  it  was  uneeitain 
whcdicr  it  would  produce  any  furplus  or  not,  at  Icaft  for  the  pre- 
fent. 

Mr.  SHERIDAN  did  not  queftion  the  propriety  of  the  regu- 
lation, but  only  wi(hcd  that  the  principle  fhould  be  eftabli(hed,  chat 
when  the  Minifter  had  once  ftated  his  Ways  and  Means  for  the 
year,  he  (hould  not  be  repeatedly  coming  to  Parliament  to  propofe 
frefh  taxes  under  the  name  of  regulations. 

After  fome  further  difcuflion  betv^'een  Mr.  Pitt,  Mr.  C-  Loi^ 
and  Mr.  Sheridan,  the  bill  pafled  the  Committee,  and  the  report 
was  ordered  to  be  received  to-morrow^. 

A  petition  from  the  Weft- India  merchants, againft  the  hHH 
pending  in  Parliament  for  a  partial  abolition  of  die  Slave  Trade^ 
was  ptefented  by  Sir  William  Young. 

The  petiti(Mi  was  brought  up,  and  read.  It  ftated  the  great  in- 
jury they  would  fufFer,  if  the  bill  paffcd ;  and  prayed  to  be  heard 
by  themfdves,  or  their  Counfcl. 

Sir  WILLIAM  YOUNG  ftated,  tiia^t  the  Weft-India  plant- 
ers felt  themfelves  coniiderably  alarmed  at  the  confequences  which 
might  naturally  be  expeded  to  refult  from  the  late  refolutions  paflbd 
in  the  National  Convention  of  France  refpefting  n^roes.  That 
cifcumftance,  added  to  what  had  happened  in  the  ifland  of  St.  Do- 
mingo, led  them,  with  more  earneftnefs  than  they  fhould  odier- 
wife  have  felt,  to  dppok  any  meafure  which  might  have  a  fimilar 
tendency  in  this  country.  He  ftiould  therefore  move,  di2»t  the  pe* 
dtion  do  lie  on  the  table. — Ordered. 

Colonel  TARLETON  prefented  a  (imilar  petition,  ixiiich  was 
idfe  ordered  to  lie  on  the  table. 

Mr.  GREY  gave  notice  that  he  ftiould  bring  before  the  Houfe 
again  a  queftion  which  they  had  partiy  difcufled  already.  This  he 
did  with  confiderable  rcluftancc ;  but  when  a  dodlrine  had  been  hdd 
tending  to  maintain  that  the  King  had  by  prerogative  a  power  to  in- 
troduce foreign  troops  into  this  kingdom,  without  the  confent  of 
Parliament,  he  thought  he  ftiould  be  negligent  of  the  duty  he  owed 
the  public,  if  he  did  not  mark  that  dodtrine  with  reprobation,  be- 
lieving it,  as  he  did,  to  be  equally  hoftile  to  all  the  principles  of  9 
£rce  conftitution,  and  the  poQdve  law  of  this  country.     He  ftiould 
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dicreforey  on  Tuefday  next,    move  6x  leave  to  bring  in  a  bill  of 
indemnity  for  landing  the  Heflian  troops  in  this  country. 

Mr.  WILBERFORCE  then  moved  the  order  of  the  day,  for 
Ac  fecond  reading  of  the  bill,  to  prevent  the  exportation  of  Slaves 
fiom  Ac  coaft  of  Africa,  in  Britifh  veflcls,  or,  by  Briti(h  fubjedls, 
tD  foreign  territories. 

Sir  WILLIAM  YOUNG  felt  this  fubjcft  fo  very  forcibly, 
diaC  he  was  anxious  to  take  the  firA  opportunity  which  offered  of 
oppoBng  the  bill.  He  requeued  the  Houfe  to  confider  what  the 
probable  confequences  would  be  if  this  bill  were  to  pafs.  Itmight 
pve  improper  ideas  to  the  negroes,  who  could  not  comprehend  the 
meafure  ;  and  then  no  man  could  fay  that  the  total  ruin  and  defola- 
tion  of  the  Weft-India  iflands  would  not  be  the  confequence.  He 
bad  tioubled  the  Houfe  fo  often  upon  this  fubjed,  that  he  would 
now  content  himfelf  with  moving,  that  this  bill  be  read  a  fecond 
time  this  day  fix  months. 

Mr.  Alderman  NEWNHAM  faid,  he  would  not  be  deterred 
from  doing  hi$  duty  by  the  harih  terms  which  were  applied  to  thof<^ 
who  oppofed  this  wild  plan  of  abolition.  When  he  coniidered  the 
immcnfe  property  embarked  in  tlie  Weft  India  trade,  and  the  fc- 
aous  confequences  which  muft  follow  if  that  trade  were  loft  to  this 
CDunby,  he  could  not  fupprefs  h|s  aftonifhme'nt  that  gentlemen 
ihould  wifh  to  hazard  fo  much  without  gaining  any  thing,  becaufe 
the  caufe  o(  humanity  would  dqI  be  ferved  by  it :  on  the  contrary, 
the  trade  would  be  carried  on  by  others,  and  not  one  negro  the  left 
would  be  brought  from  Africa. 

Mr.  BURDON  felt  himfelf  bound,  as  a  man,  a  Briton,  a'nd  a 
Chriftian,  to  give  his  fupport  to  a  bill  which  tended  in  fome  dqgrec 
to  abcdiih  a  trade  which  he  thought  founded  in  injuftice. 

Mr.  VAUGHAN  thought  it  rather  extraordinary,  that  Ac 
Weft-India  merchants  (hould  think  it  their  intereft  to  fupply  tfadr 
rivals  in  trade  with  the  means  of  meeting  them  in  the  markets ;  for 
the  fupply  of  the  foreign  Weft  India  iflands  with  flaves  was  in  hA 
Dod^ng  elfe  but  aftifling  them  in  that  manner. — But  a  new  aigu* 
foent  iiad  been  introduced  upon  this  meafure,  viz.  about  St.  Do* 
mingO :  but  gentlemen  would  recoiled,  that  if  we  fent  (laves  to 
tbstf  i()and»  we  only  fent  the  enemy  reinforcements. 

The  61d  fyftem  with  refpcA  to  N^roes  had  been,  to  keep  them 
in  ignorance  and  f<»x\  but  it  muft  now  be  changed.  We  might 
ftill  deter  them  by  force,  but  we  could  no  longer  keep  them  in  igno* 
lanoc*  We  muft  now,  in  fome  degree,  conform  to  the  new  order 
of  thhigs  i  but  h^  hoped  the  wifdom  of  Parliament  and  the  Colonial 
JU;^ifiaQiros  would  fora&e  and  prevent  any  danger  upon  this  fubjed ; 
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and  he  wi(hed  to  fuggeft  the  expediency  of  prevendng,  as  far  as 
polCble,  any  communication  between  the  negroes  of  the  different 
iflands.  Mr.  Vaughan  concluded  with  giving  his  (incere  vote  for 
the  bill. 

Mr.  EAST  faid,  he  totally  differed  from  die  honourable  mem- 
ber who  had  juft  fat  down.  The  principle  ofl  which  the  flaves 
were  kept  to-  labour,  was  not  the  principle  of  force,  but  affection. 
Their  well-known  attachment  to  their  mafters  was  a  proof  of  thi$ 
affedion,  and  was  a  circumftance  that  could  be  verified. 

He  contended,  that  this  was  a  bill  of  abolition  radier  than  of  re- 
gulation, becaufe  it  went  to  dcftroy  tlie  larger  branch  of  the  trade, 
viz.  that  to  the  foreign  iflands.  If  gentlemen  wifticd  to  fcrve  the 
caufe  of  humanity,  they  would  vote  againd  the  bill,  becaufe  tfiis 
inevitable  eifecl  of  it  would  be,  to  throw  all  the  trade  into  the 
hands  of  other  powers,  who  are  not  fo  humane  in  the  treatment  o( 
flaves  as  we  are.  Having  argued  at  fome  length  upon  the  bad 
confequences  that  muft  refult  from  an  abolition  of  the  trade,  and 
the  ruin  that  mutt  enfue  to  thofe  whofe  property  lay  in  tlic  Weft 
Indies  if  fuch  a  meafurc  fliould  take  place,  he  gave  his  negative  to 
the  bill. 

Mr.  VAUGHAN  agreed  fo  hx  as  to  admit,  that  there  wa^  a" 
degree  of  attention  fhewn  to  the  bodies  of  the  negroes,  but  fubjoined, 
that  none  was  fhewn  to  their  minds. 

Sir  WILLIAM  YOUNG  faid^  few  words  in  reply,  and  Mr. 
^fl  explained. 

Mr.  Serjeant  WATSON  approved  of  the  principle  of  the  bill, 
even  in  its  extent,  as  leading  to  great  and  glorious  purpofes.  '^  If 
(faid  he),  the  care  and  tcndernefs  of  a  maimer  can  fccure  the  boafled 
attachment  of  his  flave,  how  much  more  1>rong  and  finccrc  muft 
that  attachment  be  to  us,  who  confer  on  him  the  greateft  of  human 
benefits,  his  liberty. 

Mr.  BARHAM  faid  he  wanted  no  other  alignments  to  induce 
him  to  vote  for  the  bill  than  thofe  which  had  been  ufed  againft  ix» 
It  had  been  faid,  that  trade  to  the  foreign  iflands  was  the  greateft 
branch  of  our  trade  :  he  was  glad  to  have  it  in  his  power  to  take  fo 
confiderable  a  ftep  towards  an  entire  abolition.  It  had  alfo  been 
aigucd,  that  if  we  gave  up  the  trade,  the  other  Powers  would  take 
it  up:  that  was  in  cffed  contending,  that  we  fhould  do  bad,  to 
keep  others  from  doing  worfe,  a  propoiidon  the  reverfe  of  every 
principle  of  morality  he  had  ever  heard  dated. 

Mr.  JENKINSON  thought  the  bill  highly  dangerous^  confkler- 
ing  the  flate  of  the  Weft-India  iflands  at  pxtfent,  and  conlidenng 
sdfo  the  nature  of  the  decree  of  the  National  Convention  of  Fiapce 
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relative  to  their  (laves.  He  Aoiight  this  bill  couW  produce  no  good, 
inafiAuch  as  it  cbuld  not  operate  during-  the  continuance  of  the  war, 
(for  during  that  time  the  foreign  trade  could  not  exift),  and  was  like 
to  produce  evil,  and  therefore  he  fhould  ^ote  againft  it. 

Mr.  FOX  faid  that,  as  the  honourable  gentleman  who  fpoke  lad 
admitted  the  trade  propofcd  by  this  bill  to  be  alx)liflied  for  ever,  had 
now  no  e.<iftcnce,  it  would  be  impc^ible  for  him  to  maintain  with 
any  confiftcncy  the  impropriety  of  that  bill.     Bccaufc,  if  the  trade 
had  no  exiftence  at  prefent,  the  queftion  was  "  Mfihether  we  fhould 
revive  it  ?"  The  trade  now  having  no  exiftence,   what  became  of 
all  die  arguments  we  had  heard  concerning  the  mighty  capital  Qm- 
baii:ed  in  it  ?  the  faniSion  which  Parliament  had  given  from  timte 
to  time  to  its  continuance  ?    the  violent  attack  on  private  property  ? 
the  injury  to  commerce  r  the  danger  of  innovation  ?  All  thefe  aigu- 
mcnts,  if  ai]guments  they  could  be  called,  were  fled;  nothing  now^ 
remained  but  for  Parliament  to  take  care  that,  having  fled,  they  (hould 
never  return.     This  %vas  eflentially  and  emphatically  their  duty, 
becaufc,  if  Parliament  (hould  now  remain  filent  upon  the  fubje6t, 
the  friends  of  the  trade,  on  attempting  to  revive  it,   would  fay, 
that  not  having  taken  meafures  to  prohibit  the  revival  when  the 
trade  was  dead,   and  confeqifcntly  no  injury  could  arife  to  any  in- 
dividinl,  they  had  acquiefced  in  its  principle,  and  held  out  encou- 
ragement for  others  to  adventure  when  an  opportunity  (hould  oflTer ; 
and  then  it  woiild  ag^n  be  attempted  to  be  proved,  that  Parlia- 
ment had  pledged  itfclf  to  fupport  this  abominable,  this  execrable 
tral&c.     Having  faid  this,  he  came  to  notice  the  determination  of 
that  Houfe  to  abolifh  the  ilave  trade  gradually,  and  the  period  at 
which  the  Houfe  had  fixed  the  final  abolition  of  this  trade  was  the 
I  ft  of  January,    1796.     Of  that  refolution  he  confidered  the  pre- 
fent bill  a  material  part,  and  the  Houfe  in  purfuingkdid  nothing 
more  than  hold  out  to  this  country,  to  Europe,  to  the  world  at 
luge,  they  ^\  ere  fincere  in  their  intention.     He  truftcd  Mo  that  the 
honourable  gentleman  (Mr.  Wilberforce)  who  firft  brought  forward ' 
tkis  fubjed,  would  not  abate  in  his  7.eal  and  ardour  for  the  glorious 
caufc  he  had  engaged  in  ;   perhaps  it  might  not  be  abfolutdy  neccf- 
faiy  in  this  feffion,   but  he  was  furc  it  (hould  not  be  delayed  beyond 
the  next,  he  meant  the  agitatbn  again  in  that  Houfe,  of  the  general 
quelHon  of  the  total  abolition  of  this  detcfted  traflic,  for  he  was 
dearly  of  opifuon  it  could  not  be  too  frequently  agitated;    for  in* 
what  ftate  was  this  great  queftion  at  this  moment  ?  he  'would  not 
fpcak  with  difiefped  of  the  Houfe  of  Lords ;   but  furely  if  this 
queftion -fiiad,   from  the  hiuTtiplicity  of  bufinefe  before  their  V^rd- 
fiiips;  not  recbived  their  determination,  it  could  not  be  improper 
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for  die  Floafe  of  Commons  to  be  vigilant^  and  to  remind  dicir 
JLorddiips  of  the  fubjcft.    He  muft  here  recollc6l  that  on  this  (xAyjcA 
ihc  Lords  had  received  the  Refolutions  of  the  Houfe  of  Comnxms 
in  April  1792^  what  progrefs  their  Lordihips  had  made  in  the  fub- 
jeA  he  could  not  find,  but  he  had  learnt  that  thb  day  their  Lordflups 
had'  farther  podponcd  the  confideratrorr  of  the  (lave  trade  to  Ais  day 
fortni^t.     Therefore,  if  the  Lords  delayed  thb  queftion^    if  they 
fiiunned  it,  if  they  (hrunk  from  it,  tf  they  fhifted  or  oeglcdted  it, 
die  Houfe  of  Commons  (hould  again  and  again  remkid  them*     But 
he  did  not  accufe  their  Lordfliips  of  any  iinifter  intentions  upon  thi» 
©r  any  other  fubjeft  r  no  ;  he  knew  too  much  of  their  honour,  of  their 
integrity,  their  juftice,  their  humanity,  and  above  ^,  their  wifdonr 
and  their  prudence,^  to  fufpe£l  them  of  any  iiKenCion  to  prevent  the 
abolition  of  the  flave  trade.   But  he  knew  alfo  from  the  general  hif- 
tory  of  this  country,  that  the  Houfe  of  Lords  would  not  perfift  fiir 
any  great  ler^;th  of  time  in  rejefting  the  refolutions  of  the  Com- 
mons,; this  called  on  the  Commons  to  be  vigflant,  adive,  and  per- 
fevering.     He  would  not  go  intathe  general  Icfalityy  or  the  jufficc 
of  the  trade,  becaufe  thefe  were  points  long  (ince  determined  bf  that 
Houfe,  and  by  the  public,  and  becaufe  he  knew  there  was  not  any 
individual  in  his  Majcfty*s  dominions  capable  of  defending  either  y 
nor  capable  of  proving  that  any  individual  In  his  Majefly's  domi- 
nions would  be  injured  by  the  prefent  bill* 

Mr.  Chancellor  PITT  obferved,  Aat  the  point  tlat  ha/  been 
moft  relied  on  by  the  gentkmen  that  oppofed  the  bill,  was  confider- 
ed  by  them  as  a  point  of  delicacy »  This  point  he  looked  upon  in  a 
different  point  of  view  ;  for  the  wild  and  improvident  meafure,  tnal 
tuid  been  adopted  by  the  French,  namely,  of  giving  liberty  to  the 
flavesHn  their  iflands,  was  the  ftrongefi  poflible  argument  that  could 
be  advanced  in  £ivour  of  the  prefent  bill.  But  it  was  argued,  that 
that  example  was  likely  to  fprcad  danger  in  our  Weft-Indta  iilands. 
That  was  by  no  means  the  cafe  ;  for,  who  we're  the  moft  likely  to 
nutiny,  thofe  that  had  boen  in  our  iflands  for  fome  time,  or  thoTe 
that  might  lately  be  in^rted  ?  Moft  unqueilionably  the  latter.*  The 
queiHon  of  a  general  abolition  was  an  additional  argument  in  favour 
of  diis,  as  it  went  to  the  complete  prevention  of  mutiny,  iince  it  wa» 
acknowledged,  that  thofe  thai  were  recently  imported  were  the  moft 
likely  to  rebel.  But,  applying  the  arguments  of  the  gentlemen  to  the 
quefdon  as  it  then  flood,  and  narrowed  as  it  was,  what  apprehcnfion 
could  be  entertained  ?  If  it  were  admitted,  that  in  proportion  to  the 
number  of  flaves  in  our  iflands,  fo  in  proportion  the  danger  of  mutinf 
vros  increafcd,  Ti^'hat  policy  was  it  to  incrcafe  their  number,  to  which 

3 


A.  1794-  DEBATES,  459 

the  cffcft  of  thofc  principles  that  appeared  to  be  apprehended  was 
applicable  ? 

Every  argument  (hat  had  been  ui^ed  againft  the  biQ  operated  moft 
<!ecifively  in  favour  of  the  adoption  o(  the  mcafure. 

Mr.  W.  SMITH  faid,  it  mattered  little  whether  die  trade  was 
at  an  end  o^  only  reviving.  He  would  advife  gentlemen  who  op- 
f>ofed  the  abolition  of  this  difgraceful  traffic  not  to  talk  of  putting 
the  quelHoii  to  fleep,  unlefs  they  could  adminiftcr  a  flecping  potion 
Co  Ac  fchtimcncs  of  juftice  and  humanity. 

Mr.  C AWTHORN  faid,  he  ftould  take  no  advice  from  gentle- 
men whom  he  knew  to  aft  in  this  bufincfs  from  principles  fo  oppo- 
fitc  to  his  own.  He  enlarged  on  the  mifchievous  confequcnces  of 
abolifhing  the  ilave  trade  ;  and  read  a  letter  from  a  friend  of  his  in 
Barbadocs,  whofe  name  he  mentioned,  the  purport  of  which  was— 
That  there  would  be  foon  no  living  among  the  negroes,  in  confe- 
quence  of  what  Mr-  Wilbcrforce  had  done ;  that  the  Mcthodift 
preachers  and  emiflaries,  he  verily  believed,  fent  out  to  excite  the 
negroes  to  revolt,  were  filling' thdr  heads  -with  notions  of  liberty  ; 
but  that  thefc  were  only  the  writer's  private  fcntimcnts,  which  he 
deiired  might  not  fee  made  known.  Mr.  Cawthom  faid,  the  writer, 
in  a  fubfequcnt  part  erf  liis  letter,  gave  him  permiffion  to  mention 
his  name.  It  was  from  Mr.  Barrow,  a  gertfleman  of  known  ref- 
peiftability. 

Lord  SHEFFILD  fpoke  againft  (he  Mil,  and  defiied  Ac  Houf« 
to  remember,  t]iat  a  Britifh  AA  of  Parliament  might  put  the  flave* 
trade  to  fi>rcign  idands  into  woric  hands,  but  could  not  put  an^'end. 
te  it. 

Colonel  TARLETON  faid,  there  were  50  or  60  (hips,  which 
had  iailed'in  this  trade  fince  the  laft  (eflion  of  Parliament.  He  was 
9gain(l  the  bill. 

Mr.  WILBERFORCE  faU,  he  fhould  not  detain  the  Houfe 
many  minutes :  he  had  been  mifunderdood  when  gentlemen  fup- 
pofed  him  to  have  ftatcd  the  foreign  trade  to  be  totally  extinft  ;  he 
only  had  afferted,  that  it  was  nearly  fo  ;  if  thofe  fliips  had  readily  ,- 
failed,  which  the  honourable  gentleman  had  juft  mentioned,  he 
ihould  move.  That  tlieir  names  might  be  produced  to  the  Houfe, 
in  order  to  difcover  whether  there  did  not;  exift  fomp  miftake. 

The  Houfe  then  divided— 

For  the  fecond  reading     -     -     -     r     -     56 

Againft  it     -      -     -     -     -     i     -     .     38 

Majority    ---^---18 

The  Bill  was  ^en  read  a  fecond  time — Adjourned t 


46o  PARLIAMENTARY  A.  1794- 

Wedmjdoyy  26  th  February. 

Mr.  Chancellor  PITT  faid,  that  before  he  moved  the  order  of 
the  day^  for  the  Houfe  to  refolve  itfelf  into  a  Committee  of  die 
whole  Houfe  on  the  Attwrnics*  Tax  Bill,  it  iras  neceflary  fi>r  him 
to  ftate,  that  in  ^onfequence  of  the  repjrcfentation  of  feme  of  his 
learned  iricnds  upon  this  fubjefl,  he  'was  induced  not  to  propofc  to 
the  Committee,  the  whole  of  what  he  intended  when  he  opened 
this  fubjeS  in  the  Committee  of  Ways  and  Means.  He  meant  to 
omit  entirely  that  part  of  die  tax  which  related  to  perfons  already 
under  articles  of  Attornies,  and  to  confine  the  duty  merely  to  thofe 
who  (hall  be  articled  in  future. 

Mr.  PLOMER  thanked  Mr.  ChancellcMr*  Pitt  for  his  informa- 
tion :  he  was  fure  it  relieved  the  anxiety  of  many  perfons  who  were 
interefted  In  this  buiincfs. 

Mr.  ADAM  inquired  whether  this  bill  was  intended  to  affed 
"Vtritcrs  to  the  fignct  in  Scotland  ? 

Mr.  Chancellor  PITT  faid  it  was  not. 

Mr.  MAINWAHING  puWicly  difclaimed  any  communtcatiofl 
with  the  Chancellor  of  the  Excheqper  on  the  fubjcd  of  the  prefent 
bill ;  he  did  this  becaufe  he  underftood  it  had  gone  forth  that  he  had 
fome  (hare  in  bringing  this  bill  forward,  which  he  certainly  had 
not. 

Mr.  Chancellor  PITT  corrob<»ated  the  obfervation  of  Mr. 
Main  waring. 

The  Houfe  then  rcfolved  iifclf  into  a  Committee  of  the  whole 
Houfe  on  the  bill :  a  claufe  was  brought  in  to  exempt  from  the  du* 
ty  of  J  ool.  all  clerks  now  under  articles  to  Attomies,  and  who  (hall 
have  been  fo  before  the  fifth  of  the  prefent  month. — This  clauie 
was  agreed  to. 

Sir  WILLIAM  DOLBEN  prmpofed  a  claufe  to  exempt  from 
the  duty,  all  thofe  who  (hall  be  articled  to  their  parents :  that  the 
duty  (hould  be  laid  on  their  articlesi  but  that  it  (hould  remain  to  be 
paid  at  the  time  of  their  admiflion. 

Mr.  Chancellor  PITT  oppofed  tliis  claufe  on  the  ground  that  it 
was  againft  the  general  principle  of  tlie  bill,  which  was,  that  no  per* 
fon  ought  to  be  admitted  into  the  prufefiion  of  the  lawi  who  was  in. 
circumflances  fo  indigent  as  not  to  be  worth  i  ool. — that  fuch  a  per- 
(bn  was  not  likely  to  have  had  a  liberal  education,  without  which, 
the  duties  of  the  profefldon  could  not  be  adequately  performed. 

Mr.  ADAM  faid  that  even  in  that  ftagc  of  the  bill,  he  (hould  fay 
a  few  words  with  regard  to  tlie  principle  of  the  biU^  as  he  had  not  an 
opportunity  in  any  former  ftagc,  though  certainly  there  could  be  no 


A.  X794^  DEBATES  46f 

good  apology  made  for  any  ncgjcft  of  duty  in  the  Houfc.  He  had 
tfkcd  whether  that  bill  extended  to  writers  in  Scotland  who  ai^ed 
there  in  the  duties  and  offices  of  an  attorney  ;  he  was  anfwered  inihc 
negative,  and  he  was  happy  that  it  did  not  extend  to  them,  as  ihcf 
vere  under  regulations  wliich  had  a  much  better  cffcA  than  an/ 
tax  irfiatcver.  As  to  the  prcfent  tax,  he  coniidered  it  as  diiefUy 
againft  the  general  principle  of  taxation  in  this  country,  which  ever 
objects  to  taxing  men  by  corps  or  claffcs  ;  a  mode  of  taxation  which 
has  ever  been  confidcred  dangerous  and  pernicious,  as  it  oper<« 
ares  as  ^  Capitation  Tax,  fo  (ar  as  it  extends.  He  contemled 
that  dtts  tax,  inftead  of  improving  the  morals  of  Attomies,  would 
be  attended  with  a  contrary  cSc& :  It  was  necelTary  that  Attomies^ 
who  were  men,  of  ncccffity  to  be  entrufted  with  fccrets  of  the  higheft 
importance,  and  widi  affairs  of  the  utmoft  confcqucnce,  ihould  not 
only  be,  but  be  alfo  held  up  to  the  public  as  rcfpe£iable  chara6lcrs^ 
and  the  prefent  tax  wouM  be  a  ftamp  and  ftigma  on  the  whole  body^ 
without  any  difcrimination  or  di(hn6Uon  whatever.  And  he  con* 
tended,  that  fo  far  from  improving  the  general  morals  of  the  profci^ 
fum,  that  it  would  prevent  many  young  perfons  in  the  country,  who 
a-a^ived  proper  and  good  educations;  with  a  view  to  this  profefiion^ 
from  entering  into  it ;  whereas  mai^  perfons  in  the  metropolis,  who 
undcrAood  the  various  chicaneries  and  t))e  various  modes  of  raifing 
money  by  trick  and  art,  would  find  the  means  of  forcing  themfelves 
iQto  it.  He  thought  that  a  hill  of  Regulation  would  be^  on  eveijr 
account,  attended  with  much  better  cfFeft. 

Mr.  ChancellfMr  PITT  faid,  that  it  was  not  in  the  fmaReft  de- 
gree meant  by  the  prefent  bill  to  cafl  any  fiigma  upon  the  profeiBon  ; 
for  in  that,  as  well  as  in  a  great  variety  of  other  profeflions,  there 
were  no  doubt  many  perfons  of  the  ftridlcft  probity.  He  perfinSUj 
coincided  with  the  honourable  gentleman  (Mr.  Adam)  when  he 
faid,  that  the  gentlemen  of  that  profeffion  were  entrufted  with  the 
^ure6Kon  and  fole  management  of  the  moft  important  afiairs,  and 
that  their  chandlers  ought  to  be  upheld  in  Ac  oountiy.  But  how 
^as  this  to  be  efFeded?  Was  not  the  prefent  meafure  the  rooft  \jkdf 
to  pFcferve  the  charafter  of  die  profeffion  in  future  ?  What  the 
i^^onouiaUe  gentleman  (Mr^  Adam)  called  a  ftigma,  was  a  qualifi^ 
cation.  The  impofing  a  tax  upon  Attornies  could  not  be  conihrued 
as  conveying  a  ftigma  upon  that  part  of  the  profeffion.  Were  thetcr 
not  feveral  trades  which  were  hr  kfs  profitable,  and  that  wwe  fulK 
jcd  to  Hcenfes  r  Now,  the  taking  out  of  a  licenfe  could  not  be  con« 
fidered  as  a  brand  upon  the  perfbn  taUng  it  out.  Befides,  the  pre* 
fent  meafure  was  not  a  novel  one,  as  a  tax  upon  Attornies  had  exift* 
cd  far  fome  timew     In  proportion  ^  the  importance  of  the  fecrctt 
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rntruAed  to  the  profciTiony  fo  in  proportion  it  became  a  mcafiirs 
cf  policy  to  prevent  improper  perfons  fix)in  getting  into  it.  The 
prefent  bill  had  been  fuggefted  by  Chara^ers  eminent  in  the  hw, 
and  who  were  fulicttous  tor  the  prefervation  of  the  eharadcr  of  rlvc 
profefllon. 

Mr.*    SHERIDAN  concurred  in  opinion  with  his    honour- 
able friend  (Mr.  Adam)  that  the  tax  was  ill*founded  in  its  principle, 
and  would  be  ineffedual  in  its  operation.     He  alio  thought  that  ir 
was  a  tax  of  pa&ion :  it  was  too  much  the  cuftom  of  the  prdent  day 
tE>  catch  at  the  prevailing  prejudices  of  tlie  people,  and  humour 
them  ;  thus  we  had  entered  into  a  War  of  PaiTion  ;  the  very  appro- 
bation of  the  Houfe,  when  the  tax  was  propofed,  clearly  dcmonl^rat- 
pd  it  to  be  the  refult  of  prejudice  againtl  the  profeflTion,  in  which, 
thou^  a  few  individuals  might  have  aded  dtfhonoivably,  abounded 
Vitb  men  of  tl\c  mod  fair  and  moft  refpe^able  characters.     And 
the  expreiTion  ufcd  by  the  ri^t  honourable  gentleman^  in  anfwcr  to 
this  applaufe,  (hewed  the  fource  whence  this  tax  originated)  viz. 
'^  He  wifhcd  that  he  could  have  made  it  the  only  article  in  his 
Budget*"     He  obfervcd  that  the  right  honourable  gentleman  had 
tiidy  taxes  were  laid  on  odier  tefpeftable  traded,  which  were  t*< 
fX)niidcred  a  (ligma ;  true,  there  were  taxes  for  liccnfcs  on  Ak- 
Ipufe  keepers,  dealers  in  fpirts,  and  others  of  the  like  kind,  but 
thofe  were  to  regulated  by  the  excife.  There  were  alfo  taxes  paid  by 
pcribns  who  held  places  under  Government,  which  he  was  certain 
|he  right  honourable  gentleman,  (Mr.  Pitt)  thought  no  flignu. 

Mr.  Chancellor  PITT  denied  that  he  had  ufcd  the  words  a$ 
Mr.  Sheridan  had  quoted  them ;  they  were  ufcd  in  warmth,  and 
when  the  Houfe  was  by  n*)  means  orderly,  and  merely  on  the  fpur 
of  the  occafion  ;  but  as  well  as  he  could  recollc<^,  his  words  were, 
))£  "  wifhed  every  article  in  his  Budget  was  as  highly  approved." 

Mr.  JEKYLL  faid  that  this  tax  was  a  very  great  hardfhip,  as 
the  Court  could  ftrike  from  the  roll  any  perfon,  or  cancel  his  in- 
dentures, from  even  an  opinion  that  he  was  not  qualified  tD  act 
^s  an  Attorney. 

Mr.  SHERIDAN  faid  that  what  had  fallen  from  his  honour- 
able  and  learned  friend  (Mr.  Jckyll)  weigl^d  much  in  his  mind* 
The  prefent  Chief  Jufticc,  the  honour  and-  integrity  of  whofe  con- 
dodl  merits  every  applaufe,  had  taken  much  pains  to  render  this  . 
profeffion  refpeAable,  by  removing  from  it  fuch  peribns  as  he  could 
lay  h|5  hand  on,  for  their  irregularity  and  mifcondu<^.  He  mvSt 
now  find  his  hands  very  much  tied  up,  as  to  the  removal  of  Attor- 
nics,  after  paying  this  tax,  or  they  will  be  liable  to  injuAice,  if  af- 
f  er  pyin^  fuch  a  f am>  tjicy  may  be  removed  .at  the  pleafure  of  the 
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Court,  withoilt  being  refunded.  He;  alfo  obfervccj,  that  inftcaJ 
t»f  anfwcring  the  cfFe<S  of  leaving  young  men  fome  property  to  keep 
them  from  ading  improperly,  it  woufd  take  from  dicm  a  large  paxt 
at  what  linle  they  po(£:fs. 

The  Refolutions  of  the  Committee,  for  regulating  the  mode  of 
conveying  letters  by  the  pcnny-poft  being  read, 

Mr.  SHERIDAN  renewed  the  objedions  which  he  ftatcd  ycC- 
errday  on  that  fubjcft.  He  allowed  that  in  point  of  ftridnefs  this 
^vas  not  abfolutely  irregular,  but  in  point  of  fpirit  it  certainly  was 
fu;  for  in  reality  a  new  tax  of  one  penny  each  letter,  &e  '  was 
imprfed  on  the  public  that  was  not  brought  forward  in  the  Ways 
and  Means  of  the  year.  Having  enforced  this  by  many  obfer- 
vations,  be  f:ud  he  was  anxious  that  fome  reafon  (hould  appear  on 
the  journals,  why  the  Houfe  (hould  confent  to  fo  extraordinary  a 
ftcp,  and  thei^fore  he  moved,  that  after  the  words  exprcfling  the 
fum  to  be  raifed,  (hould  follow  thefe  words,  "  towards  defraying 
the  expence  for  more  frequent  and  fpecdy  delivery  of  letters  by  the 
penny-poft." 

Mr.  ClianceHor  PITT  agreed  with  Mr.  Sheridan  on  the  ptx>- 
pricty  of  this  amendment,  and  maintained  all  his  former  arguments 
«n  the  regularity  and  prq)rfcty  of  the  meafure  itfelf. 

After  a  (hort  converiation  between  the  Chancellor  of  the  Exchc- 
^er  and  Mr.  Sheridan,  the  refolutions  were  read,  agreed  to,  aixl 
a  bill  was  ordered  to  be  biou^  in  in  purfuance  of  them. 

The  Houfe  adjourned. 

Thur/Hay,   2'Jth  February. 

« 

Mr.  EAST  moved  for  leave  to  bring  in  a  bill  to  prevent  the 
removal  of  people  under  the  pfx)r's  laws,  till  fuch  pcrfons  fliall  be- 
come adually  chaigeable.  He  faid,  that  tlus  was  a  fubjcd  on 
which  he  (hould  have  entered  rather  with  heiitation,  as  fo  many 
able  men  had  before  failed  in  their  attempts  in  it,  did  he  not  know, 
.that  fince  thofc  attempts  had  been  made,  fome  changes  had  taken 
place  that  would  give  him  better  ground  to  (land  on.  He  faid, 
that  in  confequence  of  the  unfeeling  negled  of  officers,  and  the 
rigorous  ej^ercife  of  the  powers  of  ovcrfeers  and  churchwardens, 
many  unfortunate  creatures  had  died  by  being  removed  wtule  in  a 
^te  of  health  unfit  for  it.  The  bill  he  propofed  to  bring  in  was 
intended  to  enable  juflices,  on  feeing  perfons  unable  to  m.ove,  to 
(ufpcnd  their  removal  till  they  were  fully  able  to  proceed.  On 
this  part  of  the  intended  bill  he  prefumed  there  could  be  no 
Terence  of  opinion,  and  of  courfc  no  oppofuion. 
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He  faid,  that  he  would  date  the  law  as  it  now  flood,  with  his 
objedtions  to  it,  in  as  few  words  as  poflible.  The  1 3th  and  1 401 
of  Charles  IL  enabling  juftices  to  remove  the  poor  from  parifh  to 
parifhy  ga^'e  a  great  latitude  to  magjftrates  to  indulge  caiprice  or 
paffion,  in  cafes  where  objetSts  came  within  the  letter,  though  noc 
the  contemplation  or  fpirit  of  thofe  laws,  but  particularly  where 
(as  almoft  every  day  happened)  a  pcrfon  was  getting  an  honed  livc- 
bood  in  another  parifh  by  induflry  or  ingenuity  in  any  art,  or  at 
any  fpecies  of  labour  not  in  requefl^  or  to  be  had  .in  his  own.  In 
fiKh  cafes  great  hard(hips  were  endured  \  in  the  iirfl  pUce,  by  the 
objeft  hinifclf,  in  being  forced  from  an  honeft,  profit2d)le  livelihood 
to  a  ftate  of  bare  dependent  fubliftence ;  in  the  next  place,  by  die 
purifh  to  which  he  was  removed,  in  being  thus  loaded  with  an  un- 
neceffary  portion  of  expehce ;  and,  in  the  next  place,  by  fociotr 
•  and  the  country  at  large,  in  being  thus  deprived  of  the  pcrfon's 
contributlve  fhare  of  labour,  and  the  advantage  to  be  derived  fn>in 

To  his  knowledge,  he  faid,  there  were  many  magi(brates  who, 
Aough  very  dcfirous  to  mirigate  the  rigour  of  thofe  laws  in  the  in- 
fianccs  he  alluded  to,  diink  themfelvcs  incompetent  to  do  (b,  and 
imagine,  from  the  wording  of  the  a<^^that  there  is  no  diicrttijn 
-  vcfted  in  them  to  exercife  their  judgement  in  the  inrerprcciti*)n 
of  them,  or  to  take  a  moment  into  their  confidemtion  whcthrr 
the  perfon  is  likely  to  become  chargeable  or  not  before  removing 
hinri. 

No  rifk,  he  faid,  could  pofllbly  be  incurred  in  urging  this  reme- 
dial experiment;  for  it  had  been  tried  before,  in  the  i ft  and  2d 
.  of  William  III.  There  it  was  enaded,  dut  the  perfon  fhould  be 
permitted  to  remain,  on  his  getting  the  officers  of  his  prqjper  parifh 
to  certify  diat  he  belonged  to  it ;  but  it  was  tbund  too  difficult  to 
prevail  on  pariAi  ofiicers  to  do  fo :  for  diey  generally  tlK)ught  ii*  hard, 
that  when  another  pari(h  was  perhaps  for  thirty  or  forty  years  reap- 
ing the  benefit  of  die  perfon's  labour,  d\at  diey  (hould  be  burdened 
'  with  his  fupport  and  maintenance  in  the  time  of  his  M  age  and 
infirmity ;  and  thus  the  provifions  and  falutary  intendon  of  thole 
ads  were  completely,  frulbrated. 

There  was  another  adi,  too,  which  extended  die  lubftance  of  the 
piDvilions  wliich  he  meant  to  have  enacted  by  the  propofed  bill  to 
foldiers  and  mariners  having  ferved  His  Majeftyi  and  even  to  thofe 
who  have  ferved  in  the  milida. 

Leave  tiras  therefore  given  for  bringing  in  a  bQl  aocordtngly. 

Mr.  Alderman  ANDERSON  rofe  to  inform  the  Houfe,  that  he 
had  it  in  charge  from  the  Lord  Mayor  and  Common  Council^  \o 
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declare  in  their  name.  That  in  confideration  of  their  unwillingneis 
to  caufe  any  defalcation  in  the  revenue  at  this  momentous  crilis,  or 
to  ftop  the  refources  for  carrying  on  the  prefent  juft  and  ncceflaiy 
w-ar,  they  would  abflain  from  prefenting  their  intended  petition  for 
the  repeal  of  the  local  duty  on  coals  brought  into  London ;  but  that 
as  (bon  as  the  circumftances  orthe  nation  would  allow  them  without 
hazard  of  injury  to  do  it,  they  would  come  forward  and  petition  thq 
Houfe  for  the  repeal  of  that  duty,  as  partial,  unconiHtytional,  an4 
a  heavy  burden  on  the  poor  of  the  city. 

The  order  of  the  day  being  read,  to  rcfume  the  debate  on  the 
qucftion  for  receiving  the  petition  of  the  Reverend- Johr\  Fyfdie 
Palmer,  complaining  that  his  trial  and  fentence  for  fedition  10 
Scotland  was  unjufl,  opprcflive,  and  unconditutional, 

Mr.  SHERIDAN  faid,  he  underftood  that  the  Chancellor  o£ 

the  Exchequer  had  made  good  ufe  of  his  time  (ince  the  debate  on 

this  fubje<Et  was  adjourned,  and  that  he  was  now  difpofed  to  confent 

to  the  receiving  this  petition.     Indeed  the  queftion  was  fo  plain  that 

it  ou^t  never  to  have  been  argued  ;  the  petition  ought  to  have  been 

brought  up  at  once  and.jead,  and  there  (hould  never  have  been  a 

doubt  'exprefled  upon  the  fubjeft ;  nor  would  it  be  neceffary  for  hint 

to  argue  the  cafe*— it  was  too  clear  -to  require  any  difcufTion.^    He 

had  feveral  precedents  exaSly  in  point  upon  this  matter^  but  it 

would  be  unnecefTary  for  him  to  detail  them.    He  mentioned,  how-. 

ever^  the  cafe.of  Thomas  Pilkington  as  being  exadtly  in  point  with 

that  of  the  prefent  petition.     He  then  called  for  the  reading  of  a 

ftanding  order,  with  refpeft  to  the  right  of  the  Houfe  to  inquire  into 

d\e  conduct  of  Courts  ^f  Juftice— (which  was  accordingly  read.). 

This  order,  he  fald,  would  be  only  a  mockery,  if  the  Hobfe  not 

only  did  not  receive  the  petition,  but  agree  to  have  the  record  to  be 

moved  for  by  his  learned  friend  (Mr.  Adam)  brought  up,  and  laid 

on  the  table  alfo. 

Mr.  Chancellor  PITT  faid,  that  he  confidered  it  to  be  a  prin-. 
ciple  of  the  Conditution,  that  the  Horfe  (hould  inquire  into  the- 
conduct  of  Courts  of  Juflice.  His  only  doubt  had  been,  whether 
canying  that  principle  to  its  full  extent  in  particular  cafips,  it  might, 
not  be  injurious  ?— that  is  to  fay,  whether  it  might  not  be  produc- 
tive of  ferious  mifchief,  if,  on  the  ftrength  of  that  principle,  drained 
to  exceis  by  improper  piccedent,  every  perfon  convidted  by.a  Court 
of  Juftice  fhould  have  the  undeniable  privilege  of  jietitionir^  that 
Houfe  for  a  fufpenlion  of  execution  ?—— He  concluded  by  declaring, 
diat  he,  for  his  part,  was  convinced  that  there  was  no  ground  for 
the  Houfe  rcfufing  to  rective  the  petition. 

The  pedtion  was  accordingly  brought  up  and  read. 
Vol.  XXXVII.  ^  O 
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Mr.  FOX  faid,  he  "was  cxceedin^y  alarmed  when  a  doubt  was 
cxprcffed  as  to  the  propriety  of  receiving  this,  or  any  petition  that 
ilated  a  complaint,  of  a  fentence,  or  any  part  of  the  proceedings  of 
a  Court  of  Juftice.     The  right  of  petitioning  in  that  cafe,  and  the 
duty  of  the  Houfe  to  attend  to  fucli  petition,  were  fo  clear,  that  he 
wondered  they  ever  could  have  been  doubted.     The  clo<5trine  on 
that  fubjeS  was  fo  clear,  fo  juft,  fo  indifputable,  and  fo  well  ex- 
emplified by  the  condud  of  the  Parliament  which  fat  in  forty-one — 
a  Parliament  which  in  the  early  part  of  its  proceedii^s  did  more 
good  than  all  the  reft  put  together,  that  a  doubt  upon  fuch  a  qucf- 
tion  as  the  prefent  excited  his  aftonifhment.     So  far  was  U  firom 
being  doubtful  that  Parliament  fliould  attend  to  the  petitions  of  in- 
dividuals, complaining  of  the  injuftice,  or  the  irregularity  of  their 
fentences,  that  almoft  all  the  numerous  cafes  in  which  that  Pariia- 
ment  interfered,  and  corrcdted  the  proceedings  of  Courts  of  Jufticc, 
were  the  cafes  of  individuals.    The  very  firft  inftance  was  of  a  wife 
petitioning  for  her  hu(band,  who,  difgualified  by  his  confinctnent 
under  the  fentence  of  a  Court  of  Juftice,  could  not  himfcif  petition. 
There  were,  befides,  •  inftanccs  of  fcrvants  petitioning   for  their 
matters,  who  lay  under  die  fame  difficulty— Of  this  Mr.  Fox 
mentioned  many  cafes,  with  tlic  names  of  the  pcrfons,  particularly 
John  Lilburne.     In  every  inftance,  the  Houfe  took  all  tlic  proceed- 
ings into  confideration — and,  where  illegal,  failed  not  to  fet  afidc 
the  fentence. 

After  having  recited  a  great  number  of  thcfe  cafes,  he  concluded 
witfi  obfervjng  that  it  would  have  been  matter  of  great  alarm  to  the 
public,  if  that  Houfe  had  laid  down  a  precedent  for  not  receiving 
a  petition  for  examining  into  the  proceedings  of  a  Court  of  Jufticc. 

Mr.  ERSKINE  faid,  that  he  had  not  delivered  his. opinion  on 
this  fubjed  on  a  former  night,  becaufc  he  was  unprepared,  and 
thought,  that  as  a  profeffional  man,  he  fhould  not  deliver  his  opi- 
nion without  being  fumifhed  with  the  means  of  fupporting  it.  He 
was  glad,  however^  to  fee  the  matter  had  been  conceded  :  and  faid 
tfiat  gentlemen  would  have  time,  between  that  and  Monday,  to 
confider  whetlier  it  would  be  juft  or  wife  to  refift  the  produ^n  d 
the  record  and  papers.     ^ 

He  faid,  when  he  confldered  that  in  tlvit  Houfe  every*  Member 
was  equal  to  the  Minifter,  and  had  as  good  a  right  to  offer  his  opi- 
nion, he  could  not  help  being  furprized  that  the  nKition  of  his 
learned  friend  fhould  be  poftponed  (as  he  had  been  givpn  to  under- 
hand) merely  out  of  compliment  to  the  right  honourable  gendcman 
pppofite  to  him,  and  to  give  him  time  to  think  of  it.     The  right  of 
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every  other  was  as  great  as  his — (Here  Mr.  Erfldne  flopped  fhort, 
suid  faid)  if  he  was  wrong,  !  e  fliould  be  glad  to  be  interrupted. 

Mr.  Chancellor  PITT  faid,  that  in  the  predicament  in  wWch 
the  honourable  gentleman  harl  been,  it  was  friendly  to  interrupt 
liim  ;  for  never  was  man  more  miftakcn-— never  was  there  a  more 
unneceflary  argument.  H(*  conceived  that  a  Minifter,  being  a 
Member  of  that  Houfe,  had  not  a  Icfs  right  to  off^r  his  opinion 
'  there  becaufe  he  was  Mlnifler — and  he  certainly  had  not  affumed  to 
himfelf  a  greater.  The  motion,  he  faid,  was  poftponed  on  a 
point  of  mutual  accommodation,  as  often  happened  when  there  was 
a  pofitive  difference  of  opinion,  and  an  earned  wifh  to  be  ultimate- 
ly right — ^Thcre  was  not,  he  allowed,  any  parliamentary  rule  for 
tills —  but  it  was  ever}'  day's  pradlice. 

Mr.  SHERIDAN  wiflied  the  gentlemen  on  the  other  fide  to 
confider,  whether  they  would  give  their  confent,  or  not,  to  bring- 
irig  up  the  records. 

Mr.  ADAM  faid,  that  in  confequcnce  of  the  indifpofition  of 
Mr.  Dundas,  he  would  poftpone  his  motiorv— perhaps  the  right 
honourable  gentleman  might  be  able  to  attend  on  Monday.  He 
laid,  he  (hould  be  extremely  forry  to  have  the  fubjeft  difcufled  in 
his  abfcnce,  on  every  account ;  firft,  on  account  of  the  place  he 
held  in  the  Executive  Government,  which  had  charge  of  the  exe- 
cution of  thofc  cafes  ;  fecondly,  on  account  of  his  connexion  with 
that  part  of  Great  Britain  where  the  grievance  complained  of  hap- 
pened ;  and,  thirdly,  on  account  of  the  right  honourable  gentleman 
having  once  filled  the  Oflfice  of  Lord  Advocate  of  Scotland,  and 
being  therefore  more  likely  than  any  other  to  polTcfs  that  knowledge 
lequifite  to  the  difcuflTion  of  a  queftion  involving  the  laws  of  that 
country.  He  would  therefore  at  prefcnt  mention  Monday  for  bring- 
ing on  his  motion  ;  but  Hiould  the  right  honourable  gentleman  not 
be  able  to  attend  on  tliat  day,  he  wiihed  to  have  it  underftood  that 
he  would  make  it  on  the  fucceeding  Friday.  Once  more  he  would 
conjure  the  right  honourable  gentleman  oppofite  him  to  confider  the 
fubjedt,  and  confent  to  the  produvSion  of  the  records,  without  which 
he,  and  every  gentleman  in  the  Houfe,  (hould  be  but  groping  in 
the  dark — ^and  he  plighted  himfelf  to  ftate  a  prima  fade  cafe,  that 
would  fhew  the  Houfe  ultimately  the  neccflity  of  calling  for  them. 

Mr.  Chancellor  PITT  faid,  that  he  had  hitherto  heard  nothing 
to  induce  him  to  give  his  vote  for  bringing  up  the  record — he  had 
heard  exhortation  indeed,  but  not  argument :  when  argument  fliould 
be  offered,  he  would  be  found  open  to  convidHon.  He  ftill  thought, 
however,  no  prima  facie  cafe  could  be  made  out  fo  ftrong  as  to  al- 
ter his  opinion  ;  and  he  concluded  by  aflfuring  the  Houfe,  that  his 
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n^t  honourable  friend  was  as  anxious  as  any  other  Member  there, 
tp  proceed  with  all  pra£licable  fpeed  to  the  difcuffion  and  final  de- 
termination of  the  queftion. 
The  Houfe  adjourned. 

MmdiXjy   't^d  March. 

Mr.  Chancellor  PITT  moved  the  order  of  the  day  for  the  Houic 
to  refolve  itfelf  into  a  Committee  of  Supply  on  the  fubje£t  of  the 
navy  debt. 

The  Houfc  being  in  a  Committee,  the  Chancellor  of  the  Ex- 
chequer  obfervedi  he  had  on  a  former  day  given  notice  that  he  ihould 
have  a  refolution  to  propofe  in  a  Committee  of  Supply  on  the  navy 
^nd  vi(5luaUing  bills  ;  the  detail  of  which  he  Ihould  lay.  before  the 
Houfe  on  Wednefday.  He  then  moved  the  refolution.  **  That 
providon  be  made  for  enabling  His  Majefty^to'difcharge  debts  on  all 
navy  and  viSualling  bills  mafde  out  to  the  ift  of  MarcK  I793> 
amounting  to  1,530,0941.  i8s.  id.". 

The  refolution  was  put  and  carried. 

Mr.  TAYLOR  prefcntcd  a  petition  from  Mr.  Chriftophcr  At- 
kinfon,  ftating  the  cafe  on  which  he  was  conviSed  of  perjury  in  the 
Court  of  King's  Bench,  the  fubfequent  proceedings  had  upon  that 
fubjcdl  in  the  Exchequer,  and  finally,  the  pardon  he  obtained  in 
confequence  of  a  full  invcftigation  of  his  cafe,  and  praying  that  the 
Vote  of  his  expulfioh  might  be  expunged.  Mr.  Taylor  entered  into 
a  hiftory  of  the  proceedings  on  this  cafe,  and  propofed  that  the  me- 
rits of  the  whole  of  it  (hould  be  difcuffed  at  a  future  time.  He 
concluded  with  moving  for  the  prcfent  that  the  petition  be  brought 
up. 

Mr.  F.   BARING  difapproved  of  this  application,  and  dated 
*  (everal  fails  on  which  he  formed  an  opinion  that  Mr.  Atkinfon  had- 
becn  juftly  convided. 

Mr.  TAYLOR  faid  a  few  words  in  explanation. 

The  MASTER  OF  THE  ROLLS  had  no  objcftion  that  this 
petition  (hould  be  brought  up,  but  would  not  corrfcnt  for  his  part 
that  the  Houfc  fliould  proceed  one  inch  farther  in  this  bufinefs,  as 
Mr.  Atkinfon  was  not  at  this  moment  under  any  difability  what- 
ever. 

Mr.  BEARCROFT  entered  much  at  large  into  the  cafe  of  Mr, 
Atkinfon :  in  the  courfe  of  his  fpcech  he  ftrongly  contended  that 
the  cafe  was  an  extremely  hard  one ;  but  he  be^cd  to  be  under- 
ftood  as  calling  no  blame  whatever,  either  on  the  noble  and  learn- 
ed Judge,  whoprefided  at  the  trial,  nor  on  the  Jury  who  found  the 
verdia,  nor  on  Mr.  Lee,  who  managed  the  profccution,-    The 
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.^holc  of  the  cafe  he  thought  merely  a  mifconceived  and  an  unfor- 
tunate one. 

Mr.  Chancellor  PITT,  in  a  fpeech  of  confideiable  length, 
maintained  the  regularity  of  the  prefent  motion  ;  but  defired  it  to 
be  well  underftood,  that  although  he  liad  a  leaning  as  to  his  opi- 
nion  on  the  merits  of  the  cafe  itfelf,  he  abftaincd  from  faying  a  fyl- 
labk  as  to  the  tendency  of  that  opinion.  By  acceding  to  this  mo- 
tbn  the  Houfe  (hould  underftand  it  flood  pledged  for  nothing  either 
one  way  or  the  other. 

Mr.  FRANCIS  gave  his  affent  to  the  motion,  merely  on  the 
ground  of  fupporting  the  right  of  the  fubjedt  to  petition. 

After  a  few  words  from  Mr.  Baring,  the  petition  was  brought 
up,  read,  and  ordered  to  be  laid  on  the  table. 

The  Houfe  adjourned. 

Tiiefday^  4ih  March.  , 

Mr.  MAI>fWARING  prefented  a  petition,  figncd  by  ten 
thoufand  perfons,  fome-  of  them  creditors,  fome  proprietors  of  the 
Royalty  Theatre,  in  Wellclofe  Square,  and  other  inhabitants  of  the 
Eaftcm  part  of  London.  The  petition  ftated  that  this  Theatre 
was  opened  for  dramatic  performances  by  Mr.  John  Palmer,  and 
that  th^  petitioners  were  interefled  in  that  theatre,  and  praying  that 
a  licence  might  be  had  for  the  regular  performance  of  dramatic 
works,  during  the  fummer  feafon. 

Referred  to  a  Seledl  Committee  who  are  to  make  tlieir  report  to 
the  Houfe. 

Mr.  Chancellor  PITT  faid,'  that  after  mature  deliberation  on  the 
duty  on  flates  and  ftones,  he  had  thought  it  advifcable  to  alter  the 
mode  he  at  firft  fuggefted  for  coUeding  that  duty  :  this  he  (hould  do 
in  a  Committee  to-morrow.  He  thought  it  neceffary  alfo  to  give 
ftodcc  that  on  Thurfday  next  he  fliould  move  for  leave  to  bring  in  a 
bill  for  enabling  His  Majefty  to  increafe  the  number  of  militia  forces, 
and  10  augment  that  fort  of  power  for  internal  defence,  in  order  that 
His  Majefty  might  be  the  better  enabled  to  employ  his  other  forces 
with  vigour  abroad. 

Sir  WATKIN  LEWES  wiflicd  to  know  whether  limeftones  were 
to  bo  fiibjed  to  the  new  duty. 

Mr.  Chancellor  PITT  faid  they  were  to  be  excepted  altogether. 

Mr.  FOX  prefented  a  petition  fiom  Richard  Brinfley  Sheridan, 
Efq.  on  bdwdf  of  himfelf  and  all  the  other  Proprietors  of  the  Theatre 
in  Dnny  Lane,  ftating  that  a  vart  expence  had  attended  the  rebuild- 
ing of  that  edifice ;  that  it  was  neceffary  that  many  houfes  on  the 
South  fide  of  it,  and  other  places,  (hould  be  pulled  down,  to  render 
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the  avenues  the  more  commodious,  &c.  and  that  the  Theatre  could 
not  be  made  complete  by  tlie  powers  which  the  Proprietors  could  at 
prefect  hv  !  iw  exercife,  and  praying  the  aid  of  Parliament.  Referred 
to  a  felect  Committee.     Adjourned. 

* 

IVcdneJdayy  $th  March. 

The  Houfe  being  in  a  Committee  of  Ways  and  Means  for  railing 
a  fupply,  for  enabling  His  Majefty  to  pay  off  certain  Navy  and  Vic- 
tualling bills, 

Mr.  Chancellor  PITT  opened  the  nature  of  the  provifion  to  be 
made  for  the  purpofe  of  paying  ofFall  Navy  and  Vichialling  bills  made 
out  on,  or  before  the  3  ift  of  March,  1793.  The  fubftoiice  of  the 
plan  was,  diat  the  holders  of  Navy  and  Vidiualling  bills  of  the  ibovc 
defcription  (hall  be  allowed  the  amount  of  their  demand  in  the  five 
per  cents  l^ock,  at  the  rate  of  99,  which  flock,  being  at  this  time  a 
little  above  par,  this  is  full  10  il.  for  every  hundred.  And  as  to  aJJ 
NavyorViftualling  bills  diat  may  iffue  after  the  1 2th  of  April  1 794, 
they  fhall  bear  intcreft  from  the  time  they  are  ifTued,  and  ftiall  be 
payable  in  fifteen  months  from  that  time. 

He  then  moved  a  refolution  to  that  effeft,  wWch  was  put  and 
carried. 

He  then  flated,  that  the  duty  on  dates,  ftones,  and  marble, 
ihould  be  the  fame  in  the  Ifknds  of  Guemfcy  and  Jerfey  as  in  Great 
Britain,  and  that  the  rate  fhould  be  twenty  per  cent,  upon  the 
value. 

He  moved  two  rcfolutions  to  that  effcft,  whiih  were  put  anJ 
carried. 

^  Thurfdayy   6th  March. 

Mr.  MAINWARING  brought  on  his  promifed  motion,  refjxxt- 
ing  the  due  obfervance  of  the  fabbath.  He  faid,  that  the  Act  oif  die 
29  th  of  Charles  II.  which  annexed  penalties  to  the  breach  of  that  day, 
was  found  infuflicient  for  the  due  enforcement  of  its  provilions,  on 
account  of  die  difficulties  that  lay  in  the  way  of  its  execution.  He 
declared,  that  he  would  be  as  far  as  any  man  from  exacting  a  rigid  or 
feverc  execution  of  any  penal  law  \  but  he  thought  it  material  that 
divine  worfhip  fliould  be  more  punftually  attended  to  than  it  was. 

The  A(\  he  alluded  to,  he  thought,  was»defc<5tivc  in  this,  that  it 
did  not  veft  fufficient  authority  in  Magiftrates  to  carry  its  provifions 
into  effedl :  for  the  fum  of  five  (hillings  was  the  penalty  to  be  lc^^cd 
t>n  the  offending  perfon,  one  third  of  which  only  was  to  go  as  a  re- 
-ward  to  the  informer  or  profecutor.  He  put  it  then  tt>the  Houfe 
ID  confidcr,  how  very  inadequate  an  inducement  the  diird  part  of 
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five  ihillii^  was  to  nny  man  to  take  upon  himfdf  the  trouble  of 
feeing  the  law  carried  into  efFeS ;  and  he  would  propofe  to  amend 
that  ad,  by  enabling  Magiftrates  to  pay  the  profccutor  his  expences. 
He  then  adverted  to  a  manifeft  breach  of  the  fabbath,  which, 
as  it  feemcd  to  have  the  fandWon  of  the  generality  of  the  people,  he 
(hould  forbear  to  declare  his  whole  fcntinjpnts  upon,  but  would  fay 
in  general  terms  that  his  opinion  was  againft  it.  He  meant  the  cafe 
of  the  journeymen  bakers,  who,  for  the  whole  week,  had  not  lefs  than 
ninetr?en  hours  of  the  twt  nty-four  employed,  and  of  courfe  could  have  * 
no  time  to  devote  to  the  fervice  of  their  Crcatpr  but  Sunday.  He 
thought,  tbcfcfore,  as  it  had  been  infifted  upcMi  that  the  people  would 
fufFer  from  their  not  baking  on  Sundays,  that  at  leaft  a  fpecific  por- 
tion of  that  day  (fuppofe,  faid  he,  from  ten  to  one  o'clock)  (hould 
be  allotted  to  that  purpofe. 

He  therefore  moved  for  leave  to  bring  in  a  bill  to  explain  and 
amend  the  a(5l  of  the  29th  Charles  H. 

Mr.  JOLIFFE  thought  the  regulation  ^propofed  nugatory,  as 
there  cxifted  no  law  by  which  the  bakers  could  be  compelled  to 
work  on  Sundays.     The  motion  \\'as  carried. 

Mr.  Chancellor  PITT,  purfuant  to  the  -notice  he  had  given  a 
few  days  ago,  feid,  he  (hould  move  for  leave  to  bring  in  a  bill  fimi- 
lar  to  what  had  paiTed  in  the  laft  war ;  he  meant  a  bill  for  augment- 
ing the  militia.  He  imagined,  from  the  prefcnt  fituation  of  the 
country,  any  obfervations,  in  order  to  induce  the  Houfe  to  agree  to 
the  meafure,  would  be  unncccffar)'.  He  did  not  fiirpofe  chcre 
would  be  any  objedlion  to  the  bill,  and  therefore  he  (hould  atlign  no 
rcafon  for  bringing  it  in.  He  was  fully  periuaded  the  prc^  rit  mo- 
ment was  a  period  in  which  all  men  felt  that  every  exertion  that 
could  be  made,  either  abroad  or  at  home,  ought  to  be  dircded  to 
the  prefcrvation  of  the  moft  elTential  interefts  any  country  ever  had  at 
ftake.  He  was,  therefore,  fully  perfuaded,  that  the  exertions  which 
had  been  made,  and  the  zeal  of  the  country  which  appeared  in  the 
bft  war,  would  not  be  found  to  be  lefs  cfFe6tual  in  the  prefent.  In 
the  laft  war,  by  enlifting  volunteer  companies,  a  confiderable  force, 
for  our  internal  defence,  was  raifed  in  a  very  ihort  period.  He 
(hould  wi(h  to  follow  the  ftcps  of  that  bill,  except  in  one  refpect : 
the  bill  that  pa(rcd  in  the  laft  Var  was  confined  only  to  volunteers ; 
it  might  be  advifeable  to  leave  an  option  to  His  Majefty,  whether, 
under  certain  circumftances,  there  might  not  be  an  addition  of  pri- 
vates to  each  com.pany ;  and  therefore,  the  bill  would  leave  an  option 
of  ai^enting  the  militia,  cither  by  volunteer  companies,  or  by  the 
addition  of  privates  to  each  company. 
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There  were  other  means,  he  faid,  by  which  die  zeal  and  fpirit  of 
the  country  might  be  exerted  with  regard  to  its  fecurity  arui  defence, 
which  mig^t  give  us  the  fulleft  confidence  of  fafety  and  protefHon  at 
home.  He  did  not  then  mean  to  enter  into  tfaem,  nor  did  they  im- 
mediately call  for  parltamentBiy  proviiion.  It  would  naturally  oc- 
cur to  gendcmen  on  that  occafion,  that  there  might  be  other  voliin- 
teer  companies,  efpecially  in  thofe  parts  of  the  kingdom  near  the  fca 
coafts:  and  an  augmentation  of  the  cavalry,  for  internal  defence, 
was  a  veiy  material  and  impprtant  objedl:  they  might  alfo,  under 
certain  circumOances,  have  a  fpecies  of  cavalr}',  confiding  of  gjcnde- 
men  and  Yeomanry,  who  might  not  be  called  out  of  their  coundcs 
but  on  the  prelfure  of  an  emexgency,  and  in  cafes  of  urgent  necdSty. 
This  was  a  fort  of  preparation  which  occafioned  very  little  incoiiyeni- 
cnce,  and  gave  the  greateft  degree  of  fecurity  if  any  emergency  fhould 
ever  arife.  He  trufted  this  meafurc  would  be  agreeable  to  the  general 
feelings  of  the  Houfe  and  country  at  large,  WhetAer  t)xe  probability 
of  an  enemy  making  an  attempt  was  greater  or  lefs,  it  was  our  duty, 
where  fo  much  was  at  (lake,  to  be  prepared  for  that  which  he  dioughr 
moil  improbable ;  and  the  beft  way  to  guard  againft  the  trial  being 
made  was,  to  render  that  which  was  in  its  nature  fufnciendy  difficult, 
if  poflible,  dcfperate,  by  the  certainty  of  its  being  known  that  vc 
were  completely  prepared  for  it.  It  was  under  thefe  circumflances, 
and  in  that  view,  without  troubling  the  Houfe  fertlier  on  the  fubjec^, 
that  he  moved,  "  That  leave  be  given  to  bring  in  a  bill  for  augment- 
ing the  militia." 

When  the  queAion  was  put, 

Mr.  TAYLOR  had  no  oppofition  to  make  to  the  firft  part  of  the 
plan  opened  by  the  right  honourable  gentleman,  which  was  diat  of 
augmenting  the  militia :  they  were  certainly  the  conftitutional  inter- 
nal defence  of  this  kingdom,  and  they  fhould  be  augmented  if  neeef- 
fary ;  of  that  necefllty,  perhaps  he  was  not  fo  clear  as  the  Miniftcr 
fecmed  to  be  at  this  moment ;  but  however  he  fhould  not  oppofe  it, 
becaufe  he  faw  no  danger  in  the  plan.  But  with  regard  to  the  other 
part  of  the  Miniftcr's  fyftem  of  what  he  called  internal  defence,  he 
muft  give  it  his  individual  negative,  becaufe  circumflanccs  did  not 
appear  to  him  to  warrant  any  fuch  extraordinar)*^  proceeding ;  it  ap- 
peared to  him  to  be  fufBciently  injurious  to  agriculture  and  the  trade 
of  this  country,  that  fo  many  of  the  moft  aAive  in  the  clafis  of  labour 
•  in  this  country  fliould  be  taken  out  of  it,  and  unfitted  for  returning 
again  by  being  for  a  Icngdi  of  time  embodied  in  the  militia :  for  thcfe 
reafons  he  fhoidd  certainly  give  the  latter  part  of  the  plan  juft  opened 
his  individual  negative 
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Mr.  FRANCIS  called  on  the  Hoiife  to  obfcrve  tliat  the  mcafurc 
propofed  came  la  the  fecond  year  of  a  war,  on  our  part  a  voluntary 
var,  and  which  it  was  faid  we  were  to  finifli  in  one  campaign, 
whereas,  now  at  the  commencement  of  the  fecond,  it  became  necef- 
iary  for  us  to  provide  regulations  for  our  internal  defence.  Let  us 
then,  feeing  we  are  in  danger,  provide  the  bcft  means  we  can  for  our 
fafcty.  He  wiihcd  the  Minifter  to  feel  his  fituation  properly,  and  to 
tell  us  candidly  what  he  felt;  but  he  was  afiraid  that  gentlemen  who 
were  the  moft  forward  in  promoting  the  war,  had  very  gloomy  pro 
fpci9s  from  the  difpofition  of  the  people  of  this  country,  with  regard 
to  the  prcfent  afpeft  of  our  aflPairs.  Thefe  gentlemen. now  know 
very  well,  that  the  Public  in  general  are  in  a  Aace  of  defpair  with 
refpe6k  to  the  fete  of  the  prefcnt  war,  and  that  vcP^  the  only  way  in 
trfaich  he  could  account  for  the  filence  of  thofe  gentlemen  who  at  the 
commencement  of  the  war  received  the  M iniilcr's  proportions  widi 
animated  applaufe.  He  was  furc  the  Minifter  felt  thefe  obfcrvadons 
to  be  true.  V'  ^ 

Mr.  BOUVERIE  would  not  have  rofe,  but  to  refute  the  infc- 
imces  drawn  by  Mr.  Francis,  from  thcfiknce  of  thofc,  who,  on 
fimilir  cccafions,  had  exprefled  applaufe  and  confidence.  In  fa6t^ 
th:  right  bonourable  gentleman  (Mr.  Pitt)  had  thought  the  prefent 
motion  fo  much  a  nutter  of  courfe,  that  he  hardly  conceived  it  ne* 
ceflary  to  addrefs  himfclf  either  to  the  feeling  or  underftanding  6f 
the  Houfc,  and  had  declared  that  he  would  not  anticipate  any  ob- 
jed  on,  and  Ihould  referve  himfelf  till  fuch  (if  any)  were  made ; 
under  thefe  circumftances,  any  exulting  or  approving  echo  would 
have  been  highly  mifplaced  indeed. 

As  to  the  poflTtbility  of  an  invafion,  nothing  that  had  occumtd 
warranted  any  ideas  of  great  or  hnpending  danger ;  it  muft  be  re- 
coIleAed  that  fuch  an  event,  diough  allowed  by  Mr.  Pitt  to  bepof- 
fible,  was  rcganled  at  the  fame  time  as  hopelcfs  and  defperate  in  the 
extreme ;  to  take  precaution  againft  improbability  does  not  make  it 
more  probable,  and  to  be  prepared  to  repel  a  vain  attempt,  will  not 
render  fuch  an  attempt  more  politic.  Being  in  a  ftatc  of  prepara- 
tioni  we  leflen  the  evil,  and  ihould  at  the  fame  time  thereby  make 
its  arrival  lets  probable. 

Mr.  FRANCIS  explained,  and  begged  it  to  be  underftood  that 
he  did  not  objed  to  the  meafure  propofed.  On  the  contrary,  all 
he  faid  tended  to  admit  the  necefllty  of  lU  He  alluded  chiefly  to 
the  neceffity  of  our  feeing  our  danger  and  providing  for  it  as  well  as 
we  could,  inftead  of  attempting  to  conceal  it  from  the  public.  And 
with  regard  to  the  manner  in  which  the  Miniftcr's  propofition  had 
been  received  by  his  friends  to-day,  he  only  meant  that  the  chilling 
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iilencc  which  prcvauled  on  this  occaiion,  formed  a  ftriking  contraft 
to  that  animated  approbation,  with  which  whatever  came  from  him 
was  commonly  received  in  the  Houfe. 

Mr.  DRAKE  gave  the  Minifter  his  cordial  thanks  fcr  the  pro- 
pofition  this  day  brought  forward  :  he  approved  of  it  highly,  as  be- 
ing a  meafure  wifely  calculated  for  the  internal  fafety  and  peace  of 
tills  country. 

Mr.  BURDON  thought  the  prefent  war  was  of  a  very  peai'iar 
nature,  and  that  if  limilar  meafures  had  been  adopted  formerly  v.7th- 
out  any  kind  of  alarm  to  the  country,  no  fuch  alarm  (hould  now  be 
raifed.  The  enemy  with  which  we  were  engaged,  might,  by  2 
momentary  aft  of  defperate  violence,  make  that  attempt,  againft 
which  it  was  now  propofed  to  provide ;  defperate  and  improbable  2s 
it  ^"as :  to  provide  againft  it,  neither  would  make  it  wove  certain  in 
fad,  or  more  fuccefsful  in  the  event,  but  the  diredt  contrary  of 
both.  To  take  a  timely  and  wife  precaution,  was  no  proof  of 
fenfe  of  danger  or  alarm.  If  the  invaiion  (hould  take  place,  ancf 
fail,  as  it  certainly  will,  a  degree  of  evil  will  be  felt  in  thofe  parrs 
where  the  attempt  is  made  ;  the  better  therefore  we  are  prepared, 
the  lefs  will  that  evil  be,  as  the  enemy  will  be  fooner  defeated. 

It  was  propofed  laft  year,  he  faid,  to  raife  volunteer  companies  in 
many  parts  of  the  kingdom,  which  he  had  then  oppofed  as  unnectf- 
fary ;  but  under  the  prefent  circumftances  of  affairs,  he  tiiought 
them  highly  ufeful. 

Mr.  M.  A.  TAYLOR  wilhed  to  know  if  the  prefent  bill  was 
meant  to  include  any  thing  concerning  the  volunteer  companies. 

Mr.  Chancellor  PITT  faid,*  it  would  be  entirely  confined  to  an 
augmentation  of  the  privates  of  the  militia. 

Sir  M.  W.  RIDLEY  afked  whether  the  augmentation  frofM 
was  to  take  place  by  ballot  or  volunteers  ? 

Mr.  Chancellor  PITT  anfwered,  not  by  ballot. 
Mr.  COX  faid,  that  for  his  own  part  he  had  no  apprehenfions  of 
an  alarm.  But  at  the  fame  time  he,  alorig  with  eveiy  man  ot 
common  fenfe,  who  felt  for  the  good  of  his  country,  was  fcnfibic 
there  were  certain  dangers  in  this  war  which  did  not  occur  in  the 
.  hiftory  of  any  former  war,  and  againft  which  it  was  pnidcnt  to 
provide  The  prefent  fituation  of  the  country,  he  thought,  called 
for  every  exertion ;  and  he  moft  heartily  approved  of  the  mcaforr 
then  propofed.  He  faid,  he  (hould  not  have  rifen  to  trouble  the 
Houfe  with  his  fentiments,  had  it  not  l»een  obfcrved  by  an  honour- 
able gentleman,  (Mr.  Francis)  that  the  Houfe  had  been  fdent  on  the 
fubjed,  and  that  the  right  honourable  mover  had  received  no  ap- 
plaufc  whatever.     It  was  the  greatcft  happincfs  that  could  befall* 
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human  creature  to  live  under  the  Britiih  Conftitution,  which  was 
infinitely  fupcrior  to  every  other  that  ever  cxifted  in  the  world.  He 
(hould  not  have  rifen,  but  on  account  of  the  allufion  that  had  been 
made  to  the  filence  of  gentlemen.  He  faid  he  had  certainly  been 
often  filcnt  when  the  moft  important  meafures  had  been  under  dif- 
cuflfion ;  but  his  filence  did  not  arifc  from  his  difapprobation>  but 
becaufe  if  he  had  delivered  his  fentiments,  it  would  only  have  been 
in  worfe  language  than  he  had  heard  them  from  others.  He  never 
wifhed  to  repeat  what  he  heard  from  the  Houfe  in  much  better  lan-» 
pjage.  After  he  had  heard  it  declared  that  the  filence  of  the  Houfe 
was  proof  of  their  difapprobation,  he  c6uld  fit  no  longer,  and  there* 
fore  he  hoped  he  ihould  be  excufed  for  having  made  diefe  few  obfcr- 
vations, 

Mr.  VANSITTART  agreed  to  the  motion.  He  faid  he  had 
juft  arrived  from  the  afiizes  at  Reading,  where  the  Grand  Jury 
had  recommended  a  meafure  to  this  cffeA ;  and  that  towards  tlic 
carrying  of  it  on,  therfe  had  been  in  that  place  a  fubfcription  already 
to  the  amount  of  1400  or  1 500I. 

Mr.  FOX  faid,  he  could  not  help  making  a  few  obfervations 
upon  the  fubjedl  as  it  now  ftood  before  the  Houfe.     We  were  called 
upon  at  this  moment  to  make  exertions  more  extraordinary  than 
were  conceived  to  be  neceffary  during  the  moft  alarming  period  of 
the  laft  war.     He  underftood  that  now  we  were  not  only  about  to 
pafs  a  bill  for  the  augmentation  of  the  militia,  as  we  did  in  the  laft 
^'ar ;  but  that  other  provifions  were  alfo  to  be  made  of  a  peculiar 
nature. .    The  amount  of  this  in  point  of  reafoning  was,  that  more 
was  now  required  for  our  own  internal  defence,  than  at  the  moft  dif- 
treffing  period  of  a  very  diftrefling  war ;  and  therefore  he  could  not 
help  faying,  it  was  natural  enough  for  his  honourable  friend  to  make 
the  obfervations  he  did  ;  for  it  certainly  muft  appear  extraordinary 
that  when  almoft  all  the  world  was  agalnft  one  country,  which  was 
our  own  cafe  during  the  American  war — when  the  navy  of  France 
itfelf  was  almoft  equal  to  ours,  and  when  aflifted  as  it  wzs  by  Spain 
and  Holland,  certainly  much  fuperior  ;  when, '  as  was  now  the  cafe, 
Great  Britain  itfelf  was  much  fuperior  to  France  at  fea  ;  when  wc 
were  aflifted  by  almoft  all  the  force  of  Europe  againft  France  alone  ; 
when  above  all,  as  our  Minifters  had  told  us  in  a  triumphant  tone 
of  voice,  the  laft  campaign  had  been  a  very  fucccfsful  one ;  yet  after 
all  this  incalculable  difproportion,  with  all  this  inconceivable  ad- 
vantage in  our  favour,  we  ftiould  yet  at  this  moment  be  under  the 
neceflity  of  making  greater  provifion  for  our  own  internal  fafcty, 
than  in  the  year  1779.     This  might  be  very  tnie,  but  it  was  alfo 
verv  extraordinarv.  and  therefore  there  was  nothing  to  be  wondered 
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at,  that  his  honourable  friend  Ihould  have  made  the  oWcrvation  he 
did.  It  was  true  alfo  too,  and  was  certainly  not  very  flatterii^  to 
the  pride  of  England,  that  with  all  the  fupcriority  of  which  wc 
boafted  at  fea,  the  French  were  entire  mafters  of  the  channel  for  fc- 
veral  days  fince  the  commencement  of  this  war.  Thcfc  tilings, 
he  mqft  (ay  again,  were  very  extraordinary,  however  indifputably 
true.  At  the  time  to  which  he  alluded,  the  year  I779»  there 
w»s  a  rumour  of  an  invafion  ;  and  although  it  did  not  adijally  take 
place^  .he  confeffed  he  thought  that  thofe  who  apprehended  it,  cal- 
culated it  much  more  rationally,  from  the  probability  of  events  in 
human  affairs,  than  thofe  who  at  that  time  dcfpifed  or  aflftdcd  to  dc- 
fpife  that  rumour.  He  thought  it  neceffa^y  to  make  thcfc  few  ob- 
fervatioos,  in  order  that  gentlemen  might  difpofe  their  rhinds  a  lit- 
tle to  reflciftion,  inftead  of  running  away  with  the  torrent  of  popular 
clamour.  Having  faid  this,  he  muft  now  beg  it  to  be  undcrftood, 
that  to  the  meafure  of  augmenting  the  militia  he  made  no  oppofition ; 
with  refped  to  the  other  parts  of  the  plan,  as  opened  by  the  Mini- 
Iler,  he  had  nothing  to  fay  to  them  now,  they  would  \h>  fitter  ob- 
jects of  difcuflidn  when  they  came  before  the  Houfe  in  the  (hapc  of 
diftindt  propofitjons. 

'  Mr.  RYDER  thought  that  the  obfervations  he  had  juft  hord 
were  father  extraordinary,  when  they  came  from  thofe  who  had 
fince  the  commencement  of  the  ^^-ar  painted  out  the  whole  campaign 
as  a  difaftrous  one ;  if  they  were  right  in  that  refpofl,  he  appre- 
hended they  could  not  oonfiftently'now  oppofe  any  meafure  which 
had  for  its  object  our  own  fafcty  ;  for  his  own  part,  he  had  always 
argued,  that  there  was  coi^fiderable  danger  to  be  apprehended  from 
Ac  French,  for  they  were  capable  of  great  and  prodigious  moircn- 
tary  exertions,  from  the  nature  of  the  caufe  in  which  they  were  en- 
gaged. It  was  the  intercft  of'  thofe  who  ruled  them  to  keep  up 
among  them  a  temporary  enthufiafm,  and  that  had  often  led  thciti 
to  viSory,  but  from  that  very  confideration,  as  well  as  from  many 
others,  he  had  reafon  to  hope  and  truft  they  would  not  ultimately 
\)c  fuccefsful,  for  afttr  a  fevere  repulfe  their  defpair  would  then  run 
to  the,fame  extreme  as  their  enthufiafm  has  done  formerly,  fo  diat 
their  fyftem  had  in  it  the  feeds  of  its  own  defhrudUon. 

Mr.  FOX  explained,  and  wiflied  it  to  be  underfiood  again, 
that  he  did  not  oppofe  the  motion  now  before  the  Hoiife.  But  the 
right  honourable  gentleman  had  chofen  fird  to  (bte  his  aiguments, 
iis  arifing  from  an  oppofition  to  the  motion,  and  then  to  aigue  upon 
a  falfc  propofition,  namely,  that  that  oppofition  was  ag^nft  what  was 
known  and  admitted  to  be  neccffary.  He  wifhed  that  itHc  rig^t  ho- 
nourable gentleman  mifi;ht  in  future  fuffer  centlcmen  on  &e  otto 
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fi<le  to  argue  fcr  themfclvcs,  in(lead  of  arguing  f^T  diem ;  for  in 

tl^iscafe  he  liad  confounded  two  things  eflentiayy  diffinft  from  each 

ocHcr.      That  of  the  neceflity  of  the  mcafure,  and  the  obfervatipns 

;w^^<;^i  were  meant  ad  homines  (to  Minifters)  whofc  blunders,  for  ought 

ttkSLi  appeared  in  this  debate,  had  created  that  very  neceflity.      Hc 

liad  not  faid,  that  the  neceflity  for  this  ilieafure  did  not  exift ;  on 

the  contrary,  he  had  faid,  it  might  be  true,  but  at  the  fame  time 

tii^t  it  was  extraordinary  as  well  as  true,  and  quite  incompatible  with 

tlie  declarations  of  Miniflers   on  a  former  day.     He  retained  all 

fhc  opinions  he  had  delivered  on  this  war  fince  its  commencement ; 

and  .if  he  was  inconfiftcnt  in  his  arguments  upon  that  fubjedl,  all 

that  he  could  fay  was,  that  he  was  confiftcnt  in  his  inconfiftency. 

Mr.  GREY  thought  it  ei^traordinary  that  at  this  time,  whei^ 
Miniders  were  praifing  the  whole  of  the  campaign,  and  boafting  of 
its  fuccefs,  they  fliould  be  (hewing  to  the  public  fo  much  timidity 
and  fear  by  the  rncafures  of  precaution  which  they  thought  neceflarf 
to  adopt. 

The  motion  was  then  put  and  carried, 

Mr.  WHITBREAD,  junior,  rofc,  in  confequence  of  a  rioticc 
that  he  had  fome  time  before  given,  to  call  the  attention  of  the 
Houfe  to  the  various  treaties  which  had  been  entered  into  fince  the 
commencement  of  the  war,  and  which  had,  by  the  King's  corn- 
inand,  been  laid  upon  the  table.  He  faid,  that  it  was  not  his  in- 
tention to  difpute  that  part  of  the  prerogative  by  which  the  Crowi^ 
was  vefted  with  the  fower  of  contraiSing  alliances  and  entering  into 
treaties  with  foreign  Powers  j  but  that  he  held  it  to  be  the  incontro- 
vertible right  of  the  Comnwns  to  take  fuch  engagements  under  their 
qorifideration  ;  and  if  they  found  any  of  thejr  ftipulations  to  be  de- 
rogatory to  the  honour  of  the  Crown,  or  incompatible  with  the  in- 
terefls  of  the  People,  that  it  was  their  duty  to  carry  their  difappro* 
|)adon  of  them  to  the  foot  of  the  Throne.  His  feeling  that  the  trea- 
ties  in  queflion  contained  fuch  ftipulations,  had  induced  him  tQ 
frame  the  motiori  with  which  he  (hould  conclude. 

In  recurring  to  the  grounda  upon  which  this  nation  had  been  cn-r 
{[ajged  in  war  with  France,  he  (hould  not  detain  the  Houfe,  by  arr 
guir\g that  queftion :  the  opinionof  a  minority  were  recorded  upor^ 
that  fubje£t ;  but  he  could  not  forego  the  opportunity  of  publicly 
exprefling  the  heartfelt  fatisfa£^ion  he  experienced  in  rcfleftir^g  upor^ 
the  part  lie  had  taken,  and  at  his  having  vcontributcd  his  ef- 
frrts  to'  affift  his  right  honourable  friend  (Mr.  5^ox)  in  his  noble 
'  enideavours  to  preverit  the  country  being  plunged  into  the  prefent  un- 
fortunate war.  Neither  would  he  dwell  upon  thofe  topics  of  in- 
XQ&vc  and  inflammation  which  had  been  fo  liberally  and  fucccft^ 
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fully  ufed,  both  in  and  out  of  Parliament,  io  perfuade  the  people 
tD  concur  in  that  dcftruftive  mcafurc  ;  for  they  were  not  (hted  as 
tiicgrounds  of  vran    But  it  was  worthy  attention,  tliat  thcfe  artifices 
wot  not  new  ;  they  had  been  ufcd  to  the  fame  purpofcs  in  various 
periods  of  hiftory ;  individuals  and  nations,  engaged  in  the  moft  glo- 
fious  ftruggles  for  liberty  that  arc  recorded  in  the  annals  of  man- 
kind, had  been  calumniated  ^vith  the  fame  epithets  and  appellations 
iMrtikh  we  now  bcftowed  upon  the  French.  In  the  manifedo  by  which 
tfiat  furious  tyrant  PWlip  the  Second  profcribed  the  great  and  illuf- 
tnous  Prince  of  Orange,  that  venerable  charader  would  be  found 
designated,  in  the  very  terms  now  in  ufe  to  dcfcribe  the  Jacobin  ru- 
lers of  France  ;  and  by  comparing  tlie  manifeftos  publilhcd  during 
tlic  American  war,  with  thofc  of  ihe  prefent  day,  we  (hculd  fee  the 
feme  charges  of  impiety,  immorality,  hatred   to  order,  and  cveiy 
oihcr  fpecies  of  accufation,  brought  without  referve  againft  tlie  Ame- 
ifcjMis,  wliich  we  lavifh  on  the  French.     The  iffues  of  the  two  con- 
Iciftji   to  which  he  had  alluded,  were  known ;  and  from  them  he 
might  prefume  to  augur  what  would  be  the  event  of  the  prcfciu 
ftruggle.     But  at  the  time  the  French  natiop  were  grofsly  and  un- 
juftitiably  libelled  by  the  charge  of  Deifm  and  Atheifm,  it  was  not 
aflertcd   that  wc  had  drawn  the  fword^  in  fupport  of  the  Chrituan 
religion,  nor  to  induce  a  belief  of  that,  of  which  no  man  in  his 
fenfes  ever  yet  could  have  really  doubted,  the  exiftcncc  of  a  Ggd. 
When  the  murder  of  the  unliappy  Louis  was  held  up  to  our  view, 
wc  were  told  that  we  were  not  engpged  in  a  war  of  vengeance  upon 
that  crime  ;  and  when  the  t)'ranny  of  the  Jacobin  Government  was 
fo  frequently  and  forcibly  painted,  and  it  could  not,  perhaps,  be 
pourtrayed  in  colours  too  ftrong,  it  was  abfolutely  denied  that  wc 
were  at  war  for  the  purpofe  of  interfering  in  the  internal  affairs  of 
France.     Thcfe  were  only  incentives  ;  and  he  would  take  the  war 
to  have  originated  in  principles  of  felf  defence,  (always  maintaining 
his  own  opinion  upon  the  falnty  of  that  affertion)  ;  he  would  take 
it,  in  the  language  of  Minid^rs  themfelves,  to  have  been  a  juft  and 
neceflary  war. 

It  would  be  proper  to  take  a  review  of  the  (ituation  of  aflain 
at  the  time  tliis  war  commenced.  Auftria  and  Prufiia,  two  Powers 
whom  wc  had  feen,  upon  every  former  oecafion,  combating  the 
ambitious  pn)jc<^ls  of  each  other,  were  combined  againft  France.— 
We  had  feen  the  event  of  one  difaftrous  campaign  to  tliofe  Powers ; 
wc  had  learnt  tlicir  principles  in  the  infamous  and  fanguinary  ma- 
jiifcftos  of  the  Duke  of  Brunfwick  ;  wc  liad  witncffed  thofc  prin* 
ciples  carried  into  execution  in  the  profligate  and'  perfidious  attack 
pi  Pruflia  upon  Poland,     However  confcious  EnjjUfh 
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might  feel  of  the  purity  of  the  motives  which  had  induced  tl>cm  Id 
take  up  arms,  it  could  not  be  concealed,  nor, was  it  to  be  denied, 
that  the  motives  which   had  prompted  Aujlria  and  PruJJia  to  tfxr 
war  J  had  hen  an  inordinate  amhifion,  and  a  hatred  to  the  liberties  tf 
¥r.ince.      For  tlic  trutii  of  his  aflcrtion,  he  appealed  to  the  treaty 
of  Pihiitz,  an  inconteftible  evidence  in  his  favour-     About  the  time 
that  we  vfCT^i  forced  into  the  conteft,   Ruflia  had  felt  hsxidffGrtedio 
a  declaration  of  hoftilitics  alfo.      Did  anv  nwn  doubt  the  motives 
of  that  Princefs  ?  Was  it  not  evident,  upon  the  face  of  the  thing 
irfelf,  and  confirmed  by  her  fubfequent  condudl,  that  the  drftrulfhn 
tf  the  Ottoman  empire  was  her  objedl  at  the  time  ihe  joined  the  com- 
bination againft  Fran':e  ;  and  that  (he  incited  the  different  Euro- 
pean Powers  to  war,  that  when  they  had  fufficiently  weakened  thcra- 
fclvcs,  (he  might  with  tlie  more  facility  feize  upon  her  prcj^  WouH 
it  not,  then,  roufe  the  alarm  and  indignation  of  the  Houfe,  and  of 
the  country,  to  find,  that  with  thefc  Powers  we  had  entered  into 
the  mojl  intimate  connexion  and  confidence  ;  that  we  had  united  with 
them  in  a  common  cauje  ;  had  bound  ourfclves  to  go  the  whole  length 
of  their  infamous  and  defpcrate  proje6ls  \  had  ftipulatcd  not  to  lay 
down  our  arms  till  thofe  Powers  found  themfelves  indemnified  for  t}x 
pajl,  andjecurefor  the  future  \  whofe  complete  fuccefs,  he  would  not 
hclitatc  to  fav,  would  he  more  fatal  to  the  liberties  and  the  fbcial 
happinefs  of  Europe,  than  the  fpreading  of  the  wildeft  democracy  that 
ever  entered  into  the  head  of  an  enthufiaft  for  liberty  and  cquality- 
Upon  this  ground,  firft,  he  felt  it  to  be  the  duty  of  the  Commons 
to  cxprefs  their  difapprobation  of  the  treaties. 

It  would  then  be  material  to  confider  in  what  fituation  of  the  in- 
ternal affliirs  of  France,  we  could  find  fecurity  for   a*  permanent 
peace,  and  how  far  our  allied  might  differ  from  us  up<3n  that  fuhjc<^. 
Could  we  acknowledge  a  republican  form  of  government  in  France  r 
1  hat  queftion  mud  neceffarily  be  anfwered  in  tlie  affirmative  ;  for 
His  Majcfty's  Minifters  had  not  yet  ventured  to  fay  tliat  we  could 
not  treat  with  a  Republic y  only  not  with  the  prefcnt  leaders  of  the 
French  Republic.      It  would  hardly  be  imagined,  that  the  Powers 
to  whom  he  had  above  alluded  would,  as  long  as  they  could  continue 
the  war,  acknowledge  a  Republic  in  France.     Could  we  find  fecu- 
rity in  the  re -cftablifliment  of  tlie   conftitution    of    1789. — — 
Great  Britain  was  pledged  to  the  conftitution  of  1 789  by  the  tranf- 
adions  refpcding  Toulon. 

[Here  Mr.  Whitbread  read  feveral  paffages  from  tlie  papers 
which  have  been  publiflicd  in  the  Gazette  relative  to  the  fur- 
render  of  Toulon  to  Lord  Hood,  the  terms  ppcn  ivhich  he  accepted 
the  trufi;  and  the  confirmation  and  pofitlvc  aifurances  contained  in 
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the  fpecch  of  General  O'Hara,  that  the  King  would  fulemnly  keep 
the  engagements  which  had  been  entered  into  in  liis  nanrie*].     But, 
Sir,  faid  Mr.  Whitbrcad,  can  any  man  fuppgfe   that  AiUhia  and 
Pruffia,  who  combined  for  the  total  overthrow  of  that  conftitutioo, 
tnd  to  crulh  the  infant  liberty  of  France,  will  ever,  unlefs  driven 
by  hard  neceflity  indeed,  allow  that  they  are  fecurc  as  to  the  funur 
peace  of  Europe,  while  France  is  governed  according  to  the  confti- 
tution  of  1789?     Thcfe  Powers  arc  pledged  againft  that  conftitu- 
tion  as  (Irongly  as  we  are  pledged  to  its  re-eftablilhment.     At  the 
very  time  we  were  negpciating  the   ceiTion   of  Toulon,  General 
Wurmfer  in  Alfacc,  in  a  manifcfto  nearly  approaching,   in  the  in- 
famy of  many  of  its  paflagcs,  to  that  of  his  prototype  the  I>ukc  cf 
Brunfwick,  declares  the  conflitutim  of  ijSg  to  be  infamous*     Q'^in 
we  foiget  tlic  manifeftos  of  the  Prince  of  Saxc  Cobomg,  at  the 
time  of  Dumourier's  defection,  when  he  publiflied  an  approbatiun 
of  the  conilitution  of  1 789,  and  was  obliged  in  four  days  to  rctnct 
every  word  that  he  had  faid  ?     But,  Sir,  independent  of  thcfe  cvi- 
dences  which  I  have  adduced  to  you,  it  mud  be  held  impofTtblc  thir 
the  King  of  Pruflia  (hould  ever  accede  to  the  conititution  of  1 789, 
from  the  iingle  hSi  of  liis  condu<5t  to  that  unfortunate  peribn,  the 
Marquis  de  la  Fayette  ;   a  cold-blooded  ad  of  the  moft  makvolcnt 
and  fruitlcfs  cruelty,  that  ever  was  perpetrated  in  the  whole  hidoiy 
of  tyranny,  from  thofe  of  the  mod  remote  antiquity,  down  to  the  ty- 
rants of  die  prcfent  day.   Can  the  perfon  who  keeps  in  chains  and  in 
torment,  the  affertor  of  the  conftrtution  of  1 789,  for  that  fingle  of- 
fence againft  defpotifm,  ever  give  his  confent  to  the  eftabliOimcnt 
of  that  conftitution  ?    But,  Sir,  wc  have  ftill  a  more  damning  prw>f 
againft  it.     Can  Ruflia  and  PrufTia,  the  invaders  of  Poland,  and 
the  deftroyers  of  her  mild  monarchy  and  equitable  laws,  confent  to 
the  cxiftencc  of  freedom,  even  under  a  monarchical  government,  in 
any  part  of  the  world  ?    But^  alas !  Sir,  to  thefe  Powers,  whofe 
hands  are  ftill  recking  with  the  blood  of  Poland,  are  wc  bound  to 
aflift  in  all  tlieir  dcftru£tive  fchemes  againft  France.     I  can  conceive 
that  in  the  courfe  of  the  events  of  life,  a  man  might  be  obliged  to   1 
ufe  the  brutal  force  of  a  murderer,  to  aftfift  him  in  preventing  ibme   | 
flagrant  breach  of  the  laws ;  but  fure  I  am,  that  no  neceflity  could   | 
force  one  to  make  '<  common  caufe  "  with  that  murderer,  or  engage 
to  fecond  him  to  the  accompliftiment  of  all  the  purpofes  of  his  favage 
ferocity.     But  with  the  murderers  of  Poland,  *  Great  Britain  has 
made  a  common  caufe.     A  right  honourable  gentleman  (Mr.  Burke) 

*  VI^c  CoUedioo  of  Sutc  Paperii  Treaties,  &c.  prioted  for  J.  Dcblttt. 
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has  did,  in  dits  Houfcy  that  if  he  conld  be  famifhed  ynth  tht 
incans>  he  would  march  to  avenge  the  crime  upon  its  jperpetrators. 
Xlie  &ne  perioHy  in  411$  enthuliafm  againft  France^  foigets  all 
Aefe  crimes.  His  zeal  agnind  the  French  nation  affords  abiblu* 
tion  for  crimes  againft  Poland  ;  and  in  diC  words  of  St.  Bernard, 
en]i(Ung  recruits  for  the  Crufades,  he  fays,  ^'  What  an  oocaHon  is 
now  oflercd  for  .the  pardon  of  your  fins !  Truly,  it  is  an  inven- 
tion worthy  of  the  Divine  Goodnefs !  None  arc  excluded.  'Mur^- 
dcrers,  thieves,  adulterers,  all  are  called.  Turn,  then,  your 
fwords  no  more  againft  one  another ;  the  common  enemy  pie&nts 
his  brcaft  to  you.  Confefs  your  fins,  take  up  the  cmfe,  -and 
•^*  march  againft  him." 

But,  Sir,  with  tyrants  like  thefe,  freemen  can  have  no  cpmmm 
caufe ;  and  it  is  our  duty  to  exprefs  to  the  Throne  our  difapprobi^ 
•tionof  diefe  deftruftive  and  unnatural  connedlions. 

-  Mr.  Whitbread  then  called  the  attention  of  the  Houfe  to 
.coniidcrations  of  .material  importance.  It  was  well  knowii,  diat 
by  a  defenfive  treaty,  entered  into  between  Great  Britain  and  Pruf- 
fia  in  1788,  Pruftia  was  already  bounds  in  cafe  of  any  attack  upon 
-Great  Britain,  to  fumifti  her  with  affiftance  as  thenfm  fUpotated  ; 
the  prefent  was  always  ftated  to  be  a  war  of.  defence  on  ciu*  pait, 
and  yet-it  did  not  appear  that  the  ftiptilations  of  the  treaty  alluded  to 
'Jiad  been  infifted  upon.  In  fa^,  Minifters  themfolves  contradided 
their  own  ailbtion,  as  to  the  origin  of  the  war ;  or  they  had  done 
.wrong  in  nnnecelTarily  binding  the  country,  by  frefti  engageolcnts, 
whkh  mighty  and  certainly  would,  oppofe  great  difficulties  to  a 
gtneral  or  feparaie  pacificaUm. 

Anodier  part  of  tt^s  motion  would  refqr  to  the  treaty  of  Sardi* 
jBia ;  and  upon  that  head,  he  thought  the  «want  pn  mifcondud  of 
Minifters  would  appear  in  the  moft  giarinjg  light,  ^e  were  Uimd 
not  ie  kj  fkfwn  our  arms,  until  the  IGng  <f  Sardinia  wasref^effed  of 
all  the  territory  which  JbouJd  have  been  taken  from  him  during  the  war. 
Here  he  begged  for  the  particular  attention  of  the  Houfe.  It  ap- 
peared, that  Savoy  had  b^n  in  the  pofleflion  of  the  French  long  be- 
'fore  the  war  between  France  and  England  broke  out,  aAd  ot  fo  little 
importance  twas  it  efteemed  to  the  general  balanot  of  power  in  Eu- 
rope, that  even  after  that  event,  and  in  confequence  of  it  the  Kii^ 
of  Sardinia  ^ad  required  the  affiftance  of  the  Genoefe,  Lord  Ro- 
bert Fitzgeraddy  in  the  name  of  the  King  of  Ei^and,  requefted 
the  RepuUic  of  Geneva  to  preferve  her  neutrality.  The  Memorial 
of  die  King  of  Sarcfiriia  bears  date  Odcber  10,  1792 ;  that  of 
Great  Britain  OStoher  1 1,  1 792.     What  apology  could  the  pco« 

pie  of  Great  Britain  .feceive  6>r  ^s  wanton  pledge  that  hid  been 
Vn»  YYYVTT  o  n 
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given  fdr  an  objeS,  which  Minifters  themfdves  oonfidered  of  no 
importance  i  As  the  Houfe  had  given  their  afTcnt  to  the  fubfidiary 
part  of  the  treaty,  he  fhould  not  revive  the.difcuflion  of  it ;  it  had 
paffedy  in  defiance  of  arguments,  as  convincing  as  had  ever  been 
brought  againft  any  meafure  ;  but  it  might  be  proper  to  remind  the 
Houfe,  that  the  fubfidy  was  granted  to  the  King  of  Sardinia, /d^/|r 
for  the  purpofe  of  inducing  him  to  defend  his  own  dominicms ;  (or 
the  tro3ps  of  that  Prince,  employed  on  foreign  fcrvicc,  were  fubfiftcd 
by  Great  Britain. 

He  then  took  a  general  view  of  all  the  powers  united  againft 
France ;  he  faid,  that  the  Secretary  of  State  (Mr.  Dundas)  had,  in 
the  laft  fcflion,  declared,  that  it  was  the  duty  of  admini(hation  to 
call  down  the  afliilance  of  every  power  in  Europe  againft  Fnnce. 
He  feared,  that  in  fulfilling  that  duty,  they  had  violated  the  moft 
facred  obligations  of  morality  ;  that  in  collc£ting  ftrength  for  what 
was  termed  the  defence  of  Chridianity,  they  had  overlooked  that 
grand  and  comprchcnfivc  Chriftian  preicept,  **  Do  imto  others  as 
you  would  they  fhould  do  unto  you  ;"  and  that  when  the  ccMidufl  of 
the  combination  to  neutral  powers  (hould  come  to  be  invcftigated, 
it  would  be  found  that  the  necefiity  of  taking  arms  againft  France 
had  been  enforced  by  the  fclf-fame  reprobated  means  which  had 
been  ufcd  by  the  French  for  the  propagation  of  Liberty  aird  Equali- 
ty. The  caufe  of  the  confederacy  was  affumed  as  the  caufe  of  all  d- 
vized  focicty  i  civilized  fociety  difclaimed  the  afiertion ;  the  exiftcncc 
of  lieutral  Powers  of  every  dcfcription,  even  in  Europe,  Monarchical 
as  well  as  Republican,  contradidcd  the  ftatement.  The  neutrality 
of  America  bore  evidence  againft  it ;  and  we  ourfelves,  in  diat  arti- 
cle of  the  treaty  which  ftipulatcs  for  the  pofliblc  neutrality  of  Naples, 
gave  evidence  againft  it.  It  was  curious  to  obferve  tbc  inoon- 
liftency  of  nren.  Neutrality  could  alone, be  tolerated  in  the  King- 
dom of  the  two  Sicilies,  with  all  the  reft  of  the  world,  to  ufe  die 
cmphatical  language  of  the  combination,  not  to  htfwr  us^  is  /« ^ 
again/i  us. 

He  then  came  to  confider  the  profpeA  there  was  of  fuccefs  sigainft 
the  French,  and  declared  it  as  his  opinion,  tliat,  notwithftandiQg  th: 
number  and  power  of  the  allies,  there  could  be  rK>  hope  of  fubduiiig 
what  the  Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer  had,  upon  a  former  occalkx), 
inadvertently,  but  too  truly,  called  an  armed  nation.  This  umt^ 
nation  would  prove  itfelf  an  unconquerable  nation.  He  took  a  tcviev 
of  the  fituation  of  the  combined  Powers  at  the  brgnnir^  of  the 
prefent  and  of  die  laft  campaign,  and  contended,  finpm  the  exhaufied 
ftate  of  the  Auftrian  and  Pruflian  Armies,  that  our  hopes  of  fucocb 
a>uld  not  be  fo  great  now  as  they  were  ;^t  th^t  t^mc,  Wh^  ^\^ 
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of  peace  prefented  itfelf  to  this  unhappy  country  ?  Did  we  ima^ne^ 
that  even  the.fubjug^tion  of  France  woidd  produce  a  pacification  in 
Europe }  Would  no  quarrels  exift  about  the  divifion  of  the  fpoil ) 
Would  the  powers  who  had  exhibited  difpofitions  fo  fanguinarjr, 
with  Tcgxrd  to  Poland,  forget  their  appetite  ibr  plunder  and  rapine  ? 
No ;  we  fhould  find  that  the  event  alluded  to  would  produce  but  **  a 
ihort  and  delufive  repofe  ;*'  and  the  complete  fuccefs  of  the  allies 
would  prove  ultimately  deffandive  to  the  grandeur  and  liberdes  of 
this  country.  Peace  with  France  was  the  only  one  which  could  be 
httib  upon  Jiable  foundations^  and  that  under  anjform  of  Gffuemment 
jbe  wiUedfor  herfelf  He  knew  the  objections  that  had  been  re- 
peatedly urged  to  any  negociation  with  France.  Could  we,  it  was 
(aid,  place  any  dependance  upon  a  treaty  concluded  with  fuch  men  ? 
As  to  the  faith  of  treaties,  he  could  not  help  remarking,  that  gen- 
tlemen now  argued  as  if  the  faith  of  kings  were  indifputable ;  when, 
in  fa&^  their  want  of  ^th  was  fo  notorious,  that  were  the  fame 
want  of  attention  to  the  mod  (blemn  engagements  to  be  difplayed  ki 
common  life,  which  was  pra£Hfcd  by  crowned  heads  in  die  more  im- 
portant contrads  between  nation  and  nation,  fociety  would  be  at  a 
ftand.  Inflances  of  royal  perfidy  were  fo  numerous,  that  it  would 
be  wafte  of  time  to  quote  them ;  biit  he  could  riot  help  reminding 
the  Houfe  of  the  moft  flagrant  inftance  of  profligate  perfidy  that  had 
ever  difgraced  the  annals  of  mankind,  exhibited  by  the  King  of 
PruHia  towards  the  Republic  of  Poland.  This  was  our  ally  ;  and 
could  we  imagine  that  any  otlier  ties  operated  upon  fuch  a 
Prince,  but  the  want  of  power  to  break,  or  a  fenfe  of  immediate  in- 
terefl  to  keep,  his  engagements  ?  We  had  every  rcafon  to  fuppofe 
that  France,  in  her  prefent  (late,  would  be  at  leaft  as  faithful  to 
any  flipulation  (he  entered  into  as  any  other  power  in  Europe. 
We  had  evidence  upon  the  fubjcft  \  (he  did  prcferve  her  faith 
widi  thof<(  nations  who  had  wifely  preferved  their  neutrality ; 
thk  had  been  acknowledged,  in  a  public  declaration  by  Count 
Bemfloff  the  Danifh  Minider.  Under  all  thefe  circumftances, 
he  felt  it  his  duty  to  propofe  to  the  Houfe  to  advife  his  Majefty 
Id  extricate  himfelf  from  the  engagements  he  had  formed,  and 
which  appeared  to  him  fo  utterly  de(lru6live  to  the  interefts  of  the 
ooimtry«  At  the  fame  time  he  meant  not  to  defire  the  King  to 
vidate,  in  the  fmalleft  particle,  the  national  £iiith ;  and  he  thought 
that  an  opportunity  now  offered  of  withdrawing,  with  the  (Irifleft 
honour  and  juftice,  from  die  engagements  entered  into  with  fpme  at 
leaft  of  the  combined  Powers.  A  contraA  which  was  not  fulfilled 
by  one  party,  could  not  be  binding  upon  the  other ;  and  it  was  no* 
-  toripu$  that  RuflSa  had  not  contributed  a  man  or  a  rouble  to  die 
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her' having  aded  in  this  manner^  that  {tit  had  u&  fer  her  fecces  in 
Poland,  and  that  her  treafure  was  employed  in  biJukfing  fivts  in  her 
new  territories,  with  a*  vie#  t&  die  cxpulfioii  of  the  Turks  fnxa 
.Europe. 

As  to  Pruffia,  the  ftpost  rcty  eomMonly  prevatfed,  and  waft  cre- 
dited, that  that  power  was  averfe  to  the  commencing  die  prefent 
campaign,  and  even  now  had  made  a  demand  apon  this  coiwitry 
Sot  a  fublidy  of  Sooyoool.  to  enable  hith  to  profccate  the  war  ;  it 
would  be  primer  the  Houfe  (bould  know  wfaetber  this  accouot*  were 

-  true  ;  and  he  hoped  MinMers  would  be  explicit  upon  die  {lAjeQ. 
He  put  the  queftibn  tb  them.  K  anfweied  in  die  affirmative,  then 
mrtaialy  was  aiy  c^portunity  of  withdniwing  firom  that  oonmenxr. 

.    Happy,  he  faid,  would  it  have  been  for  thts  CDuntry,  had  the 

•  King  been  adviicd  to  liften  to  the  iblichationB  of  .the  onfbftuflitte 
.  Louts-,  when  he  requefted  the  inlcrvtntion  of  Great  Biitain  topot 

aifep  to  the  war  at  Its  oommenoeinent !  Then  wi^  EniDpc  hsve 
i  been  at  peace,  and  ^  mufbrtunate  Sovereigns  of  Fnince  fiill  i&pef- 

ieflksi  of  dat  exalted  fituation  hasa  whidi  diey  had  been  dijggpJ  to 

an  ignominbus  deadi.     That  fortunate  moment  had  been  neg^eded; 

and  it  only  now  remained  to  confider  of  the  beft  means  of  reftDring 
:  peace.     Upon  thefe  ideas,  he  had  framed  the  motion  in  his  hand ; 

for  he  repeated,  that  the  only  ihd>le  peace  we  coidd  look  tiv  waas  a  * 

peace  w}A  France,  under  whatever  form  of  gpvemment  (he  willed 

for  herfdf. 

Mr.  Whitbfead  concluded  with  movii%y 

That  an-  h\imble  aildrefs  be  prcfcntcd  to  His  BTajclly/  to  rcprefcnt  to 
Nit  Majedy,  that  hts  faithful  Commons  hariog  taken  into  their  ferioos 
confideratioa  the  various  Treaties,  which  ha^e,  by  (Gs  Majefty*s cmir- 
maud,,  been  laid  before  this  Houfe,  canaot  forbear  to  exprefs  their  deep 
concero  that  His  M-Ajcdy  (hould  have  been  advifed  to  enter  into  eogafe- 
mcnts,  the  terms  of  which  appear  to  this  Houfe  to  be  wholly  incompa- 
tible with  the  declarations  repeatedly  made  to  this  HooTe  from  the  Throne, 
rebtive  to  the  profeiied  obje^s  of  the  prefent  unfortuoiKe  wmt. 

To  rcprefent  to  His  Majefly  the  aminos  3ld  alarm  of  his  faithful 
Commons,  that  His  Majeily  Hiould  have  been  ad vi fed. to  make  a  '^  Cocr- 
mon  caufe"  with  powers  whofe  obje^h  are  uoavowed  and  undefined/  but 
ftook  whofe  condu^  his  faithful  Commons  have  too  much  ground  40  . 
dread  that  they  carry  on  war  for  the  purpofe  of  diditiii^  10  the  inleraal 
affairs  of  other  countries ;  views  whicb  have  been  itpearedly  and  foleinnly 
difa vowed  by  His  Majefly  and  his  M inifters,  and  which  are  utterly  ah- 
horrent  from  thofe  principles  upon  which  alone  a  free  people  can  with 
iHMiour  engage  in  war. 

To  reprcfent  to  His  Majefty,  that  if  the  prefimt  war  had  been  what 
.   His  MajeAy's  meiTage  in  the  laft  ftffion  of  ParUament  fiated  it  to  be,  a 

*  war  of  a^grefllon  on  the  part  of  France,  and  of  defence  on  the  part  of 

-  Great  Bntatn,  that  by  a  treaty  pmriouily  in  eaiflence  bitwaeil  Kb  Ma- 
jeAy  and  the  King  of  Fruffia*  thr  OHipeouapa  and^flapet^Nhas^ww 
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were  kURired  10  tlib  countrj.  Tim  It  does  not  appear  io  Ah  Houfe, 
that  the  fuccounflipulated  by  the  deiendve  treaty  of  1788,  have  been 
required  by  His  Majefly,  but  that  a  Convention  has  been  entered  intQ, 
the  iHpulations  of  which  have  no  other  tendency  than  the  involving  us 
in  fclkemtSj  as  foreign  to  the  true  ItKerefi,  as  they  are  repugnant  to  the 
■atural  feelings  of  Korliflimen,  and  of  impodng  a  re  drain  t  upon  His 
Majefiy^s  known  dKnoucion  to  avail  himfeif  of  any  circumflances -which 
might  otherwife  enable  hira,  conMently  with  the  honour  of  his. Crown, 
and  the  welfare  and  fecurity  of  the  country,  to  relieve  his  people  from 
die  prcfent  burdenfome  and  calamitous  war. 

To  reprefent  to  His  Majefly ,  that  the  irruption  of  the  Frehch  into  Sf- 
Toy,  and  their  poiTeflionof  that  part  of  the  dominions  of  the  King  of  Sar- 
dinia, did  not  appear  to  His  Majefly  fo  far  to  endanger  the  balance  of 
power  in  Europe  as  to  induce  His  Majefly,  on  that  account,  to  commence 
holHUties  againft  Fratk:e.  That  his  tatthful  Commons  do  therefore  ex- 
prefs  their  difapprobation  of  that  part  of  the  treaty,  recently  c«n«:Iud<*d 
between  His  Majefly  and  the  King  of  Sardinia,  by  which  His  Majefty  is 
bound  not  to  lay  down  his  arms  until  the  reflitution  of  Savoy  fhall  have 
been  accompliflied  :  a  fpecies  of  engagement  which  it  can  at  no  time  (ex- 
cepting in  cafes  of  the  greatcft  emergency)  be  either  prudent  or  proper  to 
contra^*  and  much  lefa  for  an  objci5t  which  was  not  deemed  in  His  Ma- 
jefly*s  wilDom  to  be  foconncdcd  with  the  iiiterefl  of  this  country,  as  to 
occasion  a  declaration  of  war,  which  cannot  now  be  confidered  by  his 
faitbfal  CoidmoBS  as  of  fufiickent  importance  to  be  made  the  iddifpen  fable 
condition  of  peace,  " 

To  reprefent  to  His  Majefly,  that  it  appears  to  hts  faithful  Commons  to 
be  the  general  tendency  of  thefe  engagements,  to  involve  us  in  connec- 
tions ci  undefined  extent,  for  objeds  which  we  difapprove,  and  have  dif- 
avowed ;  and  this,  with  powers  on  whofe  principles  of  equity  and  m«»de- 
ration  we  are  inflrud^cd  by  experience  to  have  no  reliance,  and  wbofe  com- 
plete fnccefs  may,,  inour  opinion,  prove  fatal  to  the  liberties  of  Europe* 
To  reprefent  to  His  Majefly,  that  having  thus  exprcfTcd  our  fenti- 
nients  upon  the  engagements  whichiiis  Majefly  has  been  advifed  to  con- 
trad,  we  feel  it  our  boundcn  duty  modt  humbly  and  eametUy  to  implore 
His  Majefly  to  confider  of  fuch  meafures,  as  to  his  royal  wifdom  fhall  Icem 
adapted,  confidently  with  that  national  faith  which,  ir,  common  with 
Hb  Majefly,  we  defire  to  prcfcrve  religioufly  in^aolate,  to  extricate  him- 
feif from  engagements^  which  oppofe  fuch  difiicukies  to  His  Mafofly^s 
coocludiog  a  feparate  peace,  whenever  the  intercfls  of  his  people  may 
reader  fuch  a  meafure  advif^^able,  and  which  certainly  countenance  the 
opinion,  that  His  Majefly  it  a£ling  in  concert  with  other  powers,  for  the 
ttOJufU&ible  purpofe  of  compelling  the  people  of  France  to  fubrnit  to  a 
fosoi  of  Oovemment,  not  approred  by  that  nation.  » 

Mr.  JENKINSON  in  reply,  conceived  that  a  confidciable  part 
of  what  had  (Alen  from  the  honourable  mover  was  foreign  to  die 
motioo*  He  adnutted  that  the  conduA  of  this  country  with  neutral 
pmwcfs  Wis  of  confiderable  impcnrtance,  and  meriting  the  attention 
of  that  Houfe  and  die  public  ;  but,  at  the  fame  time,  it  was  not 
then  cdled  for,  as  not  involved  in  any  qucftion  before  them.  In 
ifae  fane  predicament  was  the  confidenidon,  how  far  a  feparate 
.  pesoe  Jitfas.  cither  praflicable  or  ev^n  defirable ;  although  were  he 
called  opoQ  to  dedare  bis  (entiments  upon  d>at  topic,-  he  would  fay. 
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that  under  the  prefent  ctrcumffamcesy  it  was  not  to  be  obtained. 
Under  whatever  view  the  war  between  this  country  and  France  wat 
to  be  taken,  whedicr  it  be  confidered  as  a  war  of  aggreflion  on  their 
party  or  of  neceflity  on  ours,  he  was  ready,  in  oppoGtion  to  what 
had  been  advanced  by  the  honourable  gentleman,  to  prove  upon 
principles  admitted  on  all  fides,  that  the  war,  as  entered  into  by 
the  two  powers  of  Auftria  and  PruflTia,  was  pcrfeAly  juftifiablc ;  and 
that  they  had  no  other  part  left  them  to  a^,  but  that  one  in  which 
they  found  themfelves  involved.    The  Convention  of  Pilnitz,  vrtiich 
had  been  alluded  to,  was  entered  iQto  by  thofe  powers  for  die  ibic 
purpofe  of  refcuing  the  French  Monarch,  then  held  in  bondage, 
from  his  captivit)',  and  to  enable  him,  in  conjun£Hon  witfi  the 
States  of  France,  to  adopt  fuch  conditution  as  they  might  deem  for 
their  advantage  ;  but  never  avowed  any  objcS  of  ambition.     Noir 
it  was  a  principle  acknowledged  by  the  Law  of  Nations,  d)at  where 
any  power  took  any  Acp  which  mi^t  be  deemed  oiienfive  to  ano- 
ther, but  for  which  that  power  was  afterwards  ready  to  make  apo- 
logy, that  then  all  ground  of  animofity  and  boftility  was  done  away. 
In  this  manner  esiz&ly  did  the  Emperor  z&  upon  this  oocaikMi. 
When  the  French  King  declared  diat  he  freely  accepted  the  Conffi- 
tution  of  1789,  the  Emperor  immediately  declared  tlK  objed  of 
that  Convention  fulfilled ;  and  fo  fadsfied  did  both  countries  after- 
wards feem  of  the  fincerity  of  that  profeflion,  that  an  Ambaflador 
was  fcnt  and  a£lually  refided  for  a  confiderable  time  at  Vienna. 
Nay,  when  the  French  emigrants  aflembled  for  the  purpofe  of  aim- 
ing in  die  dominion^  of  the  Elcdlors  of  Cologne  and  Treves,  the 
Emperor  exprcfsly  gave  thofe  powers  notice,  that  they  would  forfeit 
the  protcdion  of  the  empire,  if,  by  ading  contrary  to  good  faith, 
they  drew  upon  themfelves  xhc  refentment  of  the  French  nation. 
If,  as  gentlemen  allcdged,  the  aggrefTion  originated  then  in  the 
Gondudt  of  the  Houfe  of  Auilria,  where  was  the  aflTemUage  of  tropps 
for  the  commencement  of  hodilities  ?  Had  any  zA  of  vkjlenoe  been 
offered  on  the  part  of  Aufiria  r  No ;  all  remained  in  a  Aate  of  tran- 
quillity, in  the  cxpedlation  of  an  amicable  adjuftment  of  afiain. 

With  regard  to  the  policy  which  directed  the  conduA  of  PniflSa, 
Mr.  Jenkinfon  thought  nothing  was  more  eafily  vindicated ;  for  if 
Auftria  happened  to  be  w:antonly  attacked  by  France,  it  was  impof- 
fible  that  PrufTia  couldTurvey  the  affault  with  an  eye  of  indifieiencc ; 
and  whatever  might  have  been  the  conduct  of  the  latter  widi  refped 
to  Poland,  he  was  convinced  that  all  blame  was  totally  unfounded 
refpedling  the  commencement  of  operations  againft  France,  becaufe 
refinance  had  been  provoked  by  the  wanton' aggreflion  of  the  Ficnch 
Republicans. 
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The  obfervadans  on  the  treaties  with  Auftria,  Pruflia,  and  Sar« 
dinia,  having  been  delivered  widi  a  degree  of  triumph  bv  the  ho*   . 
nourable  mover,  fomething  briefly  in  reply  might  be  deemed  expc- 
<Uent.     It  appeared  to  him  requilitey  in  die  iirft  place,  to  perfift  in 
the  opiiaon  formerly  (bted,  that  when  a  country  was  unfortunately 
inv<dved  in  a  war,  it  became  indifpenfably  neceflfary  to  form  as 
flrong  and  numerous  alliances  as  pofTible.    Our  treaty  with  Auftria 
and  other  powers,  when  furvcyed  through  this  medium,  deferved 
praife,  not  cenfure.     It  was  founded  on  principles  of  reciprocal  ad- 
vantage.    To  corroborate  this  aflfcrtion,  he  read  cxtradls  fh>m  the 
various  ardclcs  of  thcfe  treaties.     It  had  been  erroneoufly  advanced^ 
diat  Great  Britain  could  not  obtain  peace  till  fuch  time  as  France 
furreDdeted  licr  rights  and  liberties  to  the  invaders.     But  gentle- 
men,  on  the  examination  of  the  articles,  would  find,  diat  whenever 
the  towns  which  had  been  taken  during  the  war  were  reftored  to  the 
original  poifeiTors— -whenever  Pruflia  and  the  Emperor  obtained  what 
was  generally  called  the  Jiatus  ^t/s— then  the  parties  were  at  liberty 
to  conclude  the  terms  of  pacification.     So  far  from  this  meafure  be« 
ing  objedionable,  it  appesired  to  him  that  nothing  was  more  reafon- 
able ;  and  if  one  were  allowed  to  calculate  fairly  from  the  probable 
eventfi,  if  we  formed  a  judgement  of  the  whole  on  the  narrow  prin- 
ciples of  a  trader,  the  chance  was  very  much  in  our  favour.     It  had 
been  aflced,  what  territories  had  the  Emperor  fo  valuable  to  us,  as 
to  induce  tl^is  nation  to  engage  in  a  war  againft  France  r  He  begged 
leave  to  fay,  that  independent  of  the  balance  of  power,  certain  pof- 
ieflions  of  the  Empsror  were  valuable  to  us,  becaufe  they  encou- 
raged, by  a  fpccdy  confumption,  the  manufa(5lures  of  this  country. 
The  port  of  QAci^d,  for  in(bince,  was  of  the  grcateft  importance  to 
us,  becaufe  through  that  channel  our  fpirit  of  commercial  enterprize 
diffufed  itfelf  all  over  the  German  empire.     The  Low  Countries 

•  were  therefore  very  intereiUng  to  Great  Britain,  becaufe  they  afibrded 
many  advantages  to  our  traders.  As  to  the  treaty  with  Sardinia,  it 
mig^t  be  viewed  merely  through  the  medium  of  policy ;  and,  not« 
withftanding  what  had  been  alledged  againft  it,  he  would  maintain, 
that  the  expenditure  of  2oo,oool.  a  year  wns  a  wife  and  politic 
meafure  on  our  part.    If  France  conceived  that  hoAilities  would  be 

•  obftinately  criforced  in  Savoy,  this  circumftancc  alone  would  oblige 
hereto  retain  a  powerful  army  in  that  quarter.  Thus  the  exertions 
of  the  enemy  againft  the  Auftuans  and  Pruflians  would  be  confi- 
derably  weakened,  and  Savoy  preferved  to  Sardinia.  The  price, 
diereforegiven  to  the  King  of  Sarduiia  was  not,  in  his  opinion, 
cqpai  to  the  purchafe. 
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*  As  to  Savoy,  let  the  event  of  the  war  be  what  it  mi^,  wc 
certainly  ^xxild  always  command  the  reftoration  of  that  to  the  King 
of  Sardinia.  It  had  been  hitherto  conlidcred  as  the  eflential  dut? 
and  intercft  of  tliis  country  to  giJard  againft  an  extcnlion  of  ter- 
ritory by  France ;  he  would  aflc,  is  that  politic  fyftem  to  be  totallr 
abandoned  ;  or,  without  entering  feto  the  detail  or  condemnation  of 
French  principles  at  the  prefent,  whether  is  (he  lefs  dangerous  fr^m 
the  power  and  extenfioR  of  her  dominions  now  than  flic  vi^ould  have 
been  formerly  r 

It  had  been  flrenuoufly  affirmed,  that  this  had  been  a  war  of 
aggreffion  on  our  part,  when  nothing  was  more  evident  than  that  \i 
was  a  war  of  neceflity.      But  if  this  pofltion  were  erroneous,  which 

*  he  denied,  it  became  even  a  matter  of  policy  to  check  the  daring 
ambition  of  France ;  and  were  there  no  other  incitements  to  t:>c 
war,  he  would  approve  of  it,  becaufe  it  tended  to  reduce  the  inHa- 
ence  of  a  formidable  rival. 

Some  gentlemen  had  endeavoured  to  make  a  deep  impreflion  on 

the  minds  xli  the  Members  by  an  appeal  to  their  paffions  rcfpeding 

the  melancholy  cafe  of  Poland.     Such  an  appeal  was,  however,  i$ 

'  his  opinion,  inapplicable  to  the  prefent  fituation  of  affairs.     Thcfc 

*  was  an  old  adage,  that  when  your  own  houfe  is  on  fire,  yoa  ought 
'  not  to  exert  yourfelf  to  extinguifh  the  flames  in  that  of  your  neyi- 

bour.     But  Mr.  Jenkinfon  affirmed,  that  white  his  o¥m  houfe  wa; 
on  fire,  he  would  not  go  the  diftance  of  a  mile  to  extinguUh  Ac 

*  flames  of  another.  Forming  the  analogy,  he  inflfted,  that  it  wa^ 
abfurd  to  talk  of  Poland,  a  territory  at  fuch  *:  diftance,  when  there 
were  the  grcateft  apprehenfions  of  danger  fo  near  home.  While  wc 
lament  the  misfortunes  of  Poland,  let  us  look  to  ourfelves ;  let  u6 
endeavour  to  extinguifti  the  flames  of  difcord  which  now  prevail  ia 
France,  and  then  we  may  have  a  chance  of  peace  on  radonal  and 
permanent  grounds. 

Mr.  M.  A.  TAYLOR  obferved,  that  he  would  fupport  the  n»- 
tion  of  his  honourable  friend,  becaufe  he  always  difliked  any  league 
entered  into  with  defpotic  powers.  It  was-impoffible  he  could  fpca)^ 
of  Pruffia  fo  refpcfifuUy  as  he  wiflied.  It  was  the  worft  pcn^cr 
we  could  unite  with ;  a  power  which  had  plundered  Poland ;  had 
fo  barbaroufly  treated  that  excellent  charaAer  M.  dela  Fayette; 
and  a  power  with  which  it  was  a  difgrace  to  Great  IMiain  to  be 
leagued.  Such  a  power  did  more  injury  to  the  caufe  of  Kbcrty  than 
had  been  done  by  all  the  excefles  the  French  had  ever  conuitttwi' 
The  French  had  a  right  to  chufe  the  republican  go>wermncnt»  if  they 
pleafed ;  and  no  other  power  had  a  right  •  to  prevent  them  from 
adopting  fuch  a  fyftem.   As  to  the  aflG^rtiioji  made  by  the  lad  fpcakcrt 
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relative,  to  Auftria,  he  contended,  that  Auftria,  and  not  France, 
was  the  real  a^effor  Jn  the  .war.     The  Emperor,  the  King  of 
Pruflia,  and  the  pious  Emprefs  of  RufTia,  had  no  other  objedl  in  view ' 
than  to  (lice  up  France  between  them,  after  having  conquered  it. 

Had  he  been  in  the  Houfe  the  night  the  qucftion  relative  to  the 
treaty  entered  into  with  Sardinia  was  difcuffed,  he  would  certainly 
have  voted  in  die  minority.  He  fhould  likcwife  be  in  the  minority 
to-night,  as  he  would  vote  for  every  meafure  by  which  there  w^s 
any  chance  to  get  rid  of  the  prefent  war.  He  would  recommend  it 
to  the  country  gendemen  to  confidcr  the  evils  they  brought  upon  the 
nation  by  their  fupport  of  the  war.  Let  them  enquire  in  the  dif- 
ferent parifhcs,  and  there  they  would  find,  that  the  poor  rates  were 
increafing  in  [uch  a  degree,  tliat  in  fome  time  they  were  no  longer 
tolerable.  He  hoped  that  that  circumftance  alone  would  induce 
them  to  change  their  opinion ;  and  they  ought  likewife  to  refleft, 
that  (hould  the  prefent  war  be  continued,  the  time  might  come, 
when  they  would  be  obliged  to  fight  for  their  properties  in  their 
own  country. 

Sir  G.  P.  TURNER  acknowledged  that  the  poor  rates  were 
rapidly  encreafing ;  however,  that  was  no  argument  againft  the  pre- 
fent war,  w^hich  he  had  fupported  on  fair  and  honed  principles,  and 
which  he  did  not  confidcr  as  a  war  of  attack,  but  of  defence.  He 
hoped  that  every  country  gentleman,  as  well  as  himfclf,  and  every 
pcrfon  who  wiflied  well  to  the  commerce  of  his  countrj^,  would  fup- 
port it,  for  it  was  the  war  of  all  Europe. 

Mr.  FOX  faid,  that  whatever  was  the  queftion  before  the  Houfe, 
it  had  been  ufual  to  defcant  upon  the  unexampled  profperity  of  the 
country  for  the  laft  ten  years.  Let  gentlemen  reflect  for  a  moment 
on  the  additional  burdens  impofed  upon  the  people,  and  fure  he 
was,  they  would  not  call  the  laft  y^ ar  a  year  of  profperity.  The 
powers.who  concluded  the  treaty  of  Pilnitz,  however  their  conduct 
mi^t  be  palliated,  were  the  aggreffors  with  refpedt  to  France. 
They  were  the  a^effors  for  the  moft  impious  of  all  purpofes,  for 
the  purpofe  of  impofing  upon  the  French  people  the  chains  that 
were  worn  by  their  own  ;  and  it  was  for  us  to  confidcr  the  difho- 
nour  of  appearing  to  become  parties  in  fo  iniquitous  a  contract. 
When  the  condudl  of  thofe  powers  towards  Poland  was  mentioned, 
it  was  aiked  whether  or  not,  when  the  next  houfe  to^our  own  was 
on  fire,  it  would  be  wife  to  run  to  extinguifli  a  fire  at  a  mile's  dif- 
tance  ?  If  he  found  that  thofe  who  oflFcred  to  aflTift  in  extinguiihing 
a  fire  at  nc^t  door,  inftead  of  honeft  neighbours,  were  thieves  and 
robbers,  and  had  aftually  kindled  a  fire  at  a  milc*s  diftance,  that 
they  might  have  an  op[X)rtunity  to  plunder,  he  wouldi  be  extremely 
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careful  of  making  a  common  caufe  with  fudi  men.  He  admitted 
that  the  treaty  of  PilnitZy  although  a  notorious  aggrefHon  on  the 
part  of  the  Emperor  and  the  King  of  Pruflia,  was  an  s^grcflion 
for  which  an  apology  might  have  been  made  and  accepted,  pro- 
vided all  intention  of  following  it  up  had  been  unequivocally  <fif- 
avowcd.  But  was  the  treaty  annulled  ?  Was  any  apology  made 
for  it  ?  Did  not  the  Emperor  periift  in  avowed  interference  in  the 
internal  afiairs  of  France  i  Did  he  not  make  conAant  complaints  of 
the  Clubs  of  France,  and  other  matters  which  could  only  concern 
the  fovcreign  of  the  fubjeds  of  that  country  r  With  refpe61  to  Pruf- 
fia,  he  had  no  pretext  for  attacking  France.  He  did  not  even  pre- 
tend that  he  liad  any.  He  never  called  upon  us  for  thofe  fuccours, 
which,  had  he  not  been  the  aggreflbr,  we  were  bound  by  treaty  to 
furniih  him.  Next  we  were  told,  that  the  condud  of  thofe  powers 
with  whom  we  were  confederated  towards  Poland,  was  not  to  be 
confidcrcd  with  relation  to  the  prefent  war.  From  the  fame  per- 
fons  who  held  this  language,  he  had  often  heard  on  former  occa- 
(10ns,  that  a  commercial  connexion  with  Poland  might  b^  one  of 
the  mod  valuable  this  country  could  form.  That  fyftem  was  now 
forgotten.  Poland  was  no  longer  of  importance  in  the  fcale  cf  na- 
tions. Be  it  fo ;  but  were  we  to  (hut  our  eyes  to  the  perfidy  of 
thofe  powers  with  whom  we  contraftcd  alliances  ?  Where  was  the 
inftance  in  the  French  Convention,  or  the  Jacobin  Club,  that 
could  match  the  perfidy  of  the  King  of  Pruflia  to  Poland  ?  He  not 
only  encouraged  the  Poles  in  modelling  their  Confiitution,  but  he 
publicly  congratulated  them  on  having  made  their  monarchy  here- 
ditary in  the  family  of  his  relation,  the  Eleftor  of  Saxony ;  and 
twelve  montlis  after,  he  had  the  unexampled  impudence  to  declare, 
that  this  very  alteration  had  given  juft  offence  to  the  Emprefs  of 
RufTia,  and  was  a  futiicient  caufe  for  jdning  his  arms  to  faer's 
againft  Poland.  Surely  this  was  fufficient  to  teach  us  caution. 
When  negociation  with  France  was  the  queftion,  we  were  told, 
*•  Think  not  of  France  as  a  nation,  look  not  to  general  maxims  of 
policy,  confidcr  only  the  morals  and  charaflers  of  the  men  witfi 
whom  you  muft  negociate."  When  tfie  conduct  of  our  allies  was 
mentioned,  we  were  told,  **  Think  not  of  the  cruel  and  perfidious 
difmemberment  of  Poland,  look  only  to  the  prefent  objedi,  and  the 
aid  they  can  afford  you  to  obtain  it."  Hence  he  conceived  this  was 
the  inference,  *^  Make  peace  widi  no  man  of  whofe  good  conduA 
and  good  faith  you  are  not  perfedtly  fatisfied  ;  but  make  an  alliance 
with  any  n\an,  nd  matter  how  profligate  or  faithlefs  he  may  be." 
When  he  fpoke  of  kii^,  he  defired  always  to  be  underftood  ai 
fpeaking  of  courts  and  cabinets  i  for  he  held  it  be  in  general  as  trae 
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in  other  countries  as  in  this,  that  for  the  aftions  of  Princes  their 
Minifters  "were  refponfible.     Till  that  difgracc  on  civilized,  fociety 
was  done  away,  the  imprifonment  of  the  virtuous  and  meritorious 
La  Fayette,   no  Frenchman  who  loved  his  country  could  repofc 
confidence  in  the  profeflions  of  the  combined  powers.     It  was  in 
vain  that  we  had  virtue,  humanity,  religion  in  our  mouths,  while 
pafiion  and  malignity  were  rankling  in  our  hearts,  anddifplayed  in 
our  actions.     He  had  been  informed  that  the  King  of  Pruffia,  in 
anfwer  to  applications  for  the  liberation  of  M.  La  Fayette,  had  faid, 
that  La  Fayette  was  not  his  prifoner,  that  he  was  the  prifoner  of 
the   combined  powers,  and  could  not  be  rclcafed  but  by  general 
confent.      This  anfwer  he  knew  had  been  given  ;  with  what  truth, 
Minifters  can  beft  tell :  but  even  if  it  was  felfc,  it  was  fo  much  the 
more   incumbent  upon  us  to  clear  ourfelvcs  from  the  obloquy  of 
being  parties  to  the  cruel  treatment  M.  La  Fayette  had  received. 
By  our  own  declarations,  although  thefe  were  not  all  very  confiftcnt 
with  one  another,  we  engaged  to  fupport  the  conftitution  of  which 
La  Fayette  was  one  of  the  principal  authors.     Under  the  Confti- 
tution  of  1789,  we  accepted  of  the  furrender  of  Toulon,  in  truft 
for  Louis  XVI L    According  to  the  forms  of  that  Conftitution,  the 
government  of  Toulon  was  adminiftered  while  we  were  in  poiTeflion 
of  it.      Louis  XVIL  was  not  ftilcd  King  of  France  and  Navarre, 
as  by  the  old  government,  but  King  of  the  French,  as  by  the  Con- 
ftitution of  1789.     On  the  rcftoration  of  monarchy  we  offered 
peace  to  the  French,  and  thus  we  explained  that  we  would  be  fatis- 
ficd  with  that  fort  of  monarchy  which  La  Fayette  had  afTifted  in 
endeavouring  to  eftablifh.    Where  was  the  French  Conftitutionaliil 
who  did  not  then  call  for  La  Fayette  ?     With  how  much  more 
efFcft  might  he  have  been  fent  Commiffioner  to  Toulon  than  Sir 
Gilbert  Elliot  ?    But  marie  the  horrible  contraft  between  our  words 
and  our  adlions.     While  wc  were  holding  this  language  to  the 
people  of  Toulon,  he  who  loved  rational  liberty,  who  loved  his 
country  and  his  king,  who  had  facrificcd,  in  their  defence,  all  that 
makes  life  defirable,  was  languifhing  in  one  of  the  moft  loathfomc 
dungeons  of  a  Pruffian  prifon.     About  the  fame  time  that  we  were 
profeding  to  fupport  the  Conftitution  of  1789,  General  Wurmfer 
had  entered  Alface.     What  were  his  orders  from  the  Emperor  ? 
Did  he  profcfs  to  fupport  the  Conftitution  of  1789?    No;  his 
orders  were  to  abrogate  every  authority  under  that  Conftitution,  and 
reftore  the  old  form  of  government.     This,  which  was  matter  of 
feft  and  prafticc,  proved  that  the  views  of  the  Emperor  could  not 
be  the  fame  with  ours.     When  Dumouricr,  the  moft  enterprizing 
aad  the  moft  active  General  that  had  lately  appeared,  propofed 
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joining  the  Prince  of  Saxe  Cobourg,  he  was  declared  a  wife  and 
virtuous  citizen,  refolved  to  give  peace  to  liis  countn',  and  to  aflift 
with  his  army  in  reftoring,  not  the  old  defpotic  fyftcm,  but  the 
limited  monarchy  of  1789.    Why  was  this  proclamation  iffucd  by 
the  Prince  of  Saxe  Cobourg  ?    Beciufe  he  meant  to  adhere  to  it  ? 
No  fuch  thing.     Ay  foon  as  Dumourier's  defc<3ion  was  found   to 
be,  not  the  defection  of  an  army,  but  of  a^  General  and  a  few  fol- 
lowers, all  his  wifdom  and  his  virtue  vaniihcd  with  his  power,  and 
within  four  or,  at  mc^ft,    five  days,  the  Prince  of  Saxe  Cobouigv 
without  waiting  to  fee  what  cffedt  his  proclamation  would  j)roduce 
in  France,  with  audacity  and  effrontery  unparallelled  in  hiftory, 
iflucd  a  fecond  prgclnmation  retra61ting  every  word  of  it.     This  he 
mentioned  to  fhcw  that  there  was  as  little  fmcerit)'  in  the  Empe- 
ror's profeffions  as  in  thofc  of  the  King  of  Pruflia.     The  Prince  of 
Saxe   Cob<Hirg   wns  not  a  man  to  iifue  proclamations  haftily  or 
without  orders  ;  and  from  the  dates,  and  other  cifcumftances,  it  was 
evident,  that  he   muft  have  had  the  fecond  proclamation  by  him 
when  he  ilTued  the  firft.      S..on  after,  the  wife  and  virtuous  Du- 
mouricr  came  to  this  countn^  which  he  was  al'moft  immediately 
ordered  to  qi^it ;  and  he  had  fince  been  reduced  to  a  (ituation  not 
much  to  be  envied  by  a  Frepch  General  even  before  the  Revolu- 
tionary Tribunal.     What  was  tlie  Icflbn  thus  held  cut  to  French- 
men r    That  it  was  better  to  run  the  hazard  of  the  guillotine  in 
prance,  than  to  take  the  certaintj'  of  mifery  and  contempt  among 
the  Allies.     Such  was  the  capacity  we  had  fliei^'n  for  overthrowing 
the  Jacobin  power  in  France!    Had  the  King  of  Pruflia,  or  had 
Ruflia,  acceded  to  our  views  any  more  than  the  Emperor  ?    If  they 
had,  what  better  fecurity  for  their  good  feith  had  they  given  us, 
than  they  had  given  to  Poland  ?    Were  they,  who  held  tliemfelves 
bound  by  no  engagements,  to  make-a  fplendid  exception  in  our 
favour,  and  keep  facred  to  us  promifcs  which  were  given  to  others 
only  to  betray  ?   We  talked  of  indemnitj^  for  the  part,  and  fecurity 
for  the  future,  as  our  objeds  in  the  war.      Let  us  fujppofe  our- 
felves  in  the  fituation  of  a  well-difpofed  perfon  in  France,  an  enemy 
to  the  tyranny  of  the  Jacobins,  and  fee  how  thefe  would  operate. 
Security  we  might  think  reducing  the  exorbitant  power  of  France, 
and  to  this  the  well-difpofed  Frenchman  might  aflent.     For  indem- 
nity, we  might  be  content  with  fome  of  the  Weft-India  iflands ; 
and  to  this  alfo  the  Frenchman  might  agree.     But  then  our  allies 
would  want  an  indemnity,  and  what  would  be  enough  for  them  I 
If  the  Frenchman  looked  to  Poland,  he  would  fee  that  nothing 
fhort  of  the  partition  of  France  would  fatisfy  them  ;  and  could  he 
^^  cxpcifted  to  jrifk  Ws  life  by  rifing  in  oppofition  to  the  Convention, 
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when  the  mod  flattering  profjieft  was  tHe  ultimate  ruin  of  hs  coun- 
tiy  ?  If  France  Ihould  be  fubducd,  an  event  which  he  never  confidercd 
as  probable,  the  whole  kingdom  might  not  be  fufficient  to  indemnify 
all  the  powers  at  war,  and  then  we  muft  have  to  fight  for  the  divifion 
of  the  fpoily  without  even  that  delufive  calm,  which  had  been  faid  to 
be  all  that  could  now  be  obtained  by  a  peace  with  France.     It  was 
pretty  well  known  that  fomc  of  our  allies  were  not  very  cordially  dif- 
pofed  towards  one  another.     Where  Pruflian  and  Arfftrian  troops 
were  brought  together  they  were  much  more  inclined  to  fight  with 
each  other  than  againft  the  common  enemy,  and  were  only  reftrained 
by  the  ftrong  arm  of  power.     Except  ourfelves  and  Holland,  not  a 
ftate  had  joined  the  confederacy  but  thofe  under  abfolute  monarchies. 
Holland,  wc  all  knew,  had  been  drawn  into  the  combination  by  in- 
fluence eqmvalent  to  force,  and  would  rejoice  in  an  opportunity  of 
getting  out  of  it  with  fafety.    But  he  ihould  be  told  that  it  was  eafier 
to  look  back  and  find  faults  than  to  look  forward  and  point  out  a 
rcmed}\      The  motion  made  by  his  honourable  friend  prefented  the 
means  of  finding  that  remedy.    The  inclination  of  Holland  to  peace 
could  not  be  doubted ;  Spain,  if  he  was  not  much  mifinformed, 
would  confent  to  it  without  any  indemnity ;  and  it  was  very  gcne- 
nlly  reported  and  believed,  that  Pruflia  demanded  of  us  a  fubfidy 
of  700,0001.  as  the  condition  of  profecuting  the  war.     Tiiis,  if 
true,  \»-as  a  fortunate  circumftance,  for  it  opened  a  door  for  peace 
with  the  confent  of  all  tlie  Allies.     The  late  campaign  had  been 
called  fuccefsful  beyond  our  hopes.     The  latter  part  olf  it,  certainly 
was  not  that  which  could  be  thought  the  moft  fortunate.     Now, 
after  being  told,  as  the  Houfe  was  repeatedly  laft  feffion,  that  France 
was  only  capable  of  one  defperate  effort;  and  after  feeing  that  effort 
baffled,  in  the  early  part  of  the  campaign,  but  the  lofs  nearly  re- 
paired in  the  fubfequent  part  of  it,  not  by  defperate  efforts  but  by 
pcrfevcrancc,  he  could  not  entertain  very  fanguine  hopes  of  the  next 
campaign,  even  if  it  fhould  begin  as  brilliantly  as  the  laft.     He  was 
not  bold  enough  to  affure  himfclf,  or  the  Houfe,  that  we  fhould  be 
able  to  obtain  the  reftoration  of  Savoy,  which  we  had  bound  ourfelves 
by  treaty  to  obtain ;  but  if  he  were,  he  fhould  ftill  objed  to  giving 
tKc  means  of  making   peace  out  of  our    own   hands.      When 
Miniftcrs^were    charged   with    neglefling    the  bufinefs    of  con- 
^'oys,  they  anfwercd,  that  France,   in  the  firft  inftance  had  reaped 
the  fruits 'of  her  uncxpcfted  aggreffion  ;  yet  this  uncxpeded  ag- 
gicffion,    as   it    was  called,    was    made    feveral  months    after 
the  conqucft  of  Savoy,  after  the  battle  of  Jemappe,  and  the  invafion 
of  the  Auftrian  Netherlands.      It  was  matter  of  great  confolation  to 
him,  that  in  fpitc  of  popular  clamour,  he  had  ufed  evciy  endeavour 
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to  prevent  the  war  ;  and,  when  it  was  unfortunately  commenced,  to 
render  it  as  fhort  as  pofiible.  Believing  now  that  feveral  of  the  al- 
lies were  difpofed  to  peace,  he  thanked  his  honourable  friend  tor  at* 
fording  him  an  opportunity  of  repeating  and  recording  his  optnion  on 
the  fubje£t.  He  would  fay  nothing  of  the  calamities  inieparable  from 
war,  although  on  every  queAion  they  were  perfeflly  in  order.  It 
was  idle  to  (ay,  that  becanfc  they  were  general  topics,  and  ap^icablc 
to  every  war,  they  were  fit  matter  of  aigument  againft  ncme.  The 
very  circumftance  of  their  generality,  rendered  them  matter  of  fcrios 
confideration  before  entering  upon  any  war.  It  was  impoffibk  to 
devife  productive  taxes  that  would  not  fall  ultimately  upon  the  lower 
claiTes ;  and  when  fuch  additional  burdens  had  been  impofed,  it  iras 
impoflfible  to  call  war  a  ftate  of  profperity.  Evefy  new  tax  fell 
heavier  than  thofe  which  went  before  it,  becaufe  its  wei^t  was  added 
to  that  of  all  the  preceeding.  Thus  the  taxes  for  the  American  wir 
fell  heavier  than  thofe  for  the  war  preceeding;  thofe  for  the  prefent 
heavier  than  the  taxes  for  the  American  war,  and  for  any  future  war 
mufl  be  heavier  ftiU. 

Mr.  Chancellor  PITT.     I  (hall  not,  on  the  prefent  oocafion« 
be  under  the  neceflity  of  troubling  the  Houfe  much  at  length.     To 
me,  indeed,  the  queftion  which  has  been  now  brought  forward,  ap- 
pears to  come  within  a  very  narrow  compafs,  efpecially  front  Ac 
manner  in  which  it  has  been  argued  by  the  honourable  gcndeman  who 
made  the  motion,  and  by  the  right  honourabk  gei)tleman  i/rfio  fpofce 
laft.  Both  thofe  honourable  gentlemen  adopted  one  mode  of-  aiguii^ 
proceeding  upon  principles  very  different  from  thofe  whidi  have  been 
fandioned  by  the  o{nnions  of  the  great  body  of  this  Houfe,  and  by 
the  general  fenfe  of  the  country.     And  furdy  this  mode  of  aiguing, 
inflcad  of  recommending  the  motion  either  to  the  Houfe  or  the  coun- 
try, mud  naturally  have  the  efFedt  to  render  them  in  the  firft  tnfiancc 
averfe  to  its  reception.     Upon  the  principle  wliich  thcfe  hooourablc 
gendemen  uniformly  avowed,  and  which  they  now  maintained,  the 
war  in  which  the  country  was  engaged,  ought  to  be  abandoned  as 
fpeedily  as  poflfible,  without  the  end  for  which  it  was  undertaken  beif^ 
obtained.     If,  indeed,  the  Houfe  or  the  country  conceived  the  pre- 
fent conteft  to  be  wliat  it  was  reprefented  by  thofe  honourable  gentle- 
men; if  they  conceived  it  as  originating  from  a  league  of  defpots 
united  for  the  purpofe  of  cnifliing  the  rifing  liberty  of  a  neighbouring 
State;  if  they  confidered  it  as  a  conteft  into  which  we  had  unnecefla- 
rily  entered,  and  in  which  no  intereft  of  our  own  was  involved  \  they 
might  then  be  of  opinion  that  the  prefent  motion  ought  to  be  adopted, 
and  that  the  war  ought  to  be  abandoned  as  fpeedily  as  poflible.     It 
would  then  no  doubt  be  proper  to  take  advantage  of  any  thii^  intbe 
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circumflances  of  the  time>  or  the  difpolition  of  the  powers  along 
with  whom  we  were  engaged,  in  order  to  extricate  ourfelves  from 
the  treaties  by  which  we  were  bound  to  continue  hoftilities.     But  if 
the  Houfe  and  the  country  cqntinue  to  think  that  the  war  was  origi- 
nally undertaken  to  repel  aggrcflion,  and  to  fecure  our  deareft  and 
mofi  important  intercfts,  and  that  in  fuch  circumftances  we  had  the 
happinefs  to  find  allies  in  fome  powers  already  engaged  in  the  fame 
conteft,  and  likewife  to  find  others  who  were  difpofed  to  concur  with 
us  for  the  fame  purpofe,  will  they  not  then  be  of  opinion,  that  inftead 
of  feekit^  to  abandon  our  prefent  alliances,  we  ought  rather  to  do 
cvciy  thing  in  our  power  to  cement  and  confirm  them  ?  The  aigu- 
mcnts,  upon  which  the  motion  has  been  fupporteri,  have  been  derived 
from  particular  parts  of  the  conduA  of  fome  of  our  allies,  or  from 
general  cbjedions,  which  applied  equally  to  all  confederacies ;  but 
while  fuch  were  the  arguments  upon  which  it  refled,  what  were  the 
efie^s  which  it  was  calculated  to  produce?  It  tended  to  difcourage 
our  allies,  and  imprefs  them  with  the  idea  that  they  could  no  longer 
depend  upon  our  co-operation,  while  it  held  out  a  lignal  to  the  enemy 
that  we  were  prepared  to  receive  fuch  a  peace  as  they  were  difpofed  to 
give.      If  the  country  retained  the  opinions  with  which  it  had  em- 
barked in  the  war,  very  different  muft  be  the  fentiments  with  which 
it  was  aduated.     The  prefent  motion,  indeed,  proceeded  upon  the 
principles  which  had  all  along  been  afferted  by  gentlemen  on  the  other 
fide,  in  oppofition  to  the  almofl  univerfal  fenfe  both  of  that  Houfe, 
and  of  the  nation  at  laige.     The  honoprable  gentleman  had,  on  a 
former  occafion,  gone  fo  far  as  to  affirm,  that  die  war,  on  the  part  of 
this  country,  was  aggrefiive;  another  honourable  gendeman  afferted 
diat  it  was  a  war  on  the  part  of  France  flri£Uy  defenfive.     France 
dien,  it  feems  in  the  opinion  of  thefe  honourable  gendemen,.  being 
thus  pacific  in  her  fentiments,  thus  moderate  in  her  views,  you  have 
nothing  to  do  but  to  diffdlve  the  confederacy,  which  you  have  had 
dieprindpal  merit  to  cement,  and  of  which  (he  is  zealous,  and  (he 
will  then  (how  her  forbearance,  accept  of  your  penitence,  and  give 
you  peace  upon  her  own  terms.     The  prefent  modon  indeed,  as  I 
will  (how,  is  no  lefs  than  a  motion  for  peace,  and  that  upon  any  terms. 
But  the  honourable  gendemen  do  not  reft  on  arguments  addreffed  to 
thofe  who  are  not  convinced  of  the  juftice  and  neccffity  of  the  war ;  of 
diefe  perhaps  they  fuppofe  the  number  to  be  few,  and  therefore  they 
endeavour  to  intimidate  thofe,  who  are  perfuaded  of  both,  by  paint- 
ing, in  the  moft  glowing  colours,  the  evils  attendant  upon  war,  and 
the  extraordinary  exerdons  which  have  been*  made  by  the  enemy  in 
carrying  on  the  prefent  conteft.  A  great  part  of  the  fpecch  of  the  nght 
honourable  gcndeman  who  fpoke  laft,  was  taken  up  in  proving  d>at 
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the  objeflions  which  are  urged  againft  war  ingeneraly  applied  to  th:: 
prefent  war.     Thi6  furcly  was  not  ncceffarj' :  fo  much  do  the  ob- 
jections againft  war  in  general  apply  to  cvery^  particular  war,  that 
they  ought,  no  doubt,  to  be  allowed  the  greatc^'l  influence,  whenever 
there  is  any  option  between  war  and  peace.    But  in  ever)'  cafe  where 
it  was  neceffar}'  to  undertake  a  war  in  fupport  of  the  interefis  or  in- 
dependence of  a  country,  thefc  objcdions  are  fuppofed  to  vaniih. 
The  honourable  gentleman  has  afked,  whether  the  laft  year  is  to  b: 
deemed  one  of  the  ten  years  of  profperity  ?  Whatever  may  have  been 
die  peculiar  circumftances  of  the  laft  year,  it  has  certainly  fumiilicJ 
inftances  of  the  radical  refources  and  real  profperity  of  the  councr,'. 
If,  from  the  occurrences  of  laft  year,  the  honourable  gentleman  mcaiis 
to  draw  any  arguments  that  our  refources  are  not  equal  to  the  contcfi 
in  which  we  arc  engaged,  he  certainly  will  foil  in  his  object.     IT.e 
inconvenience  experienced  by  commerce  arofe  not  folely  from  our 
liaving  taken  part  in  the  war ;  it  w^as  in  a  great  meafure  the  effed  of 
that  continental  war,  which  had  prcvioufly  fubfiftcd.      Befides,  hod 
not  we^ taken  an  adtivefhare  in  the  war,  and  by  CHir  interference  ce- 
mented the  alliance  and  invigorated  the  efforts  of  the  other  powers, 
the  inconvenience  to  commerce  might  even  have  incrcafed  \  die  fccnc 
of  anarchy  and  confufion,  which  threatened  to  overfprcad  Europe, 
would  liave  become  more  formidable  ;  and  liberty  and  commerce, 
againft  which  this  war  was  diredtly  pointed,  and  of  which  this  coun- 
try poffeffed  the  greateft  (hare,  would  have  been  placed  in  a  fituation 
of  more  imminent  danger.     Another  caufe  of  the  (hock  which  was 
laft  year  fuftained  by  credit,  arofe  from  the  extent  to  which  com- 
mercial fpeculation  had  been  carried.     This  was  a  circumftancc 
which  might  have  taken  place  without  the  operation  of  any  war ;  it 
was  an  evil  which  we  might  naturally  liave  forefeen,  and  upon  which 
we  were  bound  to  calculate,  even  in  our  moft  fanguinc  profpedts  of 
the  continuance  of  national  profperity.     When  this  interruption  to 
our  commerce  firft  took  place,  from  the  fhock  given  to  credit,  the 
honourable  gentleman  was  of  opinion,  that  its  effects  would  not 
ccafe  till  the  reftoration  of  peace  ;  I  appeal,  however,  to  gendemcn, 
/within  whofe  recollection  it  muft  be,  whether  they  did  not  ccafe  a 
few  months  afterwards  r  fo  that  it  appears,  in  a  time  of  war,  attended 
'  with  an  extraordinary  preffure  :  and  when,  confequently,  a  vciy 
confiderable  defalcation  of  the  revenue  might  have  been  cxpc^Sted,  this 
inconvenience  to  commerce,  which  may  naturally  be  accounted  for, 
had  only  the  effedt  to  retard  you  in  your  progrefs  ;  and  by  no  means 
to  throw  you  back  in  the  fcale  of  national  profperity.     Much  as  I 
muft  lament  the  ncceffity  of  any  extraordinary  preffure,  even  thcfc 
circumftances  prove  die  liability  of  our  refources,  and  how  well  wc 
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arc  qualified,  if  our  caufc  fludl  ftill  be  found  to  be  good^  to  pcrfcvcre 
in  the  fame  line  of  exertion.  But  another  argument^upon  which  the 
honourable  gentlemen  have  infiftcd  much,  is  the  little  probability  oF 
fuccefs  in  the  prcfcnt  coilteft  ;  an  argument  which  they,  no  doubt, 
jKuticularly  addrefs  to  thofe  who  may  approve  of  the  prindples  upon 
which  it  was  undertaken.  I  muft,  indeed,  confefs,  that  the  pro- 
fpcd  of  the  want  of  fuccefs  is  pregnant  with  every  mifdiief  to.tlits 
country.  There  are  no  (hades,  which  can  deepen  the  honors  of 
fuch  a  cataftrophe  ;  and  there  arc  no  exertions  which  ought  not  to  be 
employed  in  order  to  avert  It.  Even  were  our  profpec5ts  of  fuCcefs  as 
bad  as  has  been  attempted  to  be  rcprefented,  I  (hould  ftill  think  that 
wc  had  no  alternative,  and  that  it  were  better  for  us  tP  meet  the 
danger,  cveri  in  its  utmdft  extent,  than  to  court  any  terms  of  aceorti-* 
modation: 

An  honourable  geritlerhari  has  aiked,  whether  our  profpeAs  of 
fucfcefs  were  as  great  at  the  concluiion  as  they  were  at  the  b^nnin^ 
of  the  campaign  ?    There  is  no  doubt  that  in  the  courfe  of  a  cam- 
paign, tiifc  pfoQ)e(fts  of  fuccefs  will  become   more  or  left  fanguind 
according  to  the  tion^exion  of  events.     But  the  true  criterion  of 
the  fuccefs  of  the  campaign,  is  to  compare  the  general  ftate  of  Eu- 
rope, and  particularly  of  this  country,  in  the  prefent  moment,  with 
what  it  was  at  the  commencement  of  the  campaign.     And  who  will 
Jtot  fay  that  the  change  in  pofitive  circumftances  has  been  fuch  as 
fully  to  juftify  ptofpecis  of  ultimate  fuccefs  i  On  which  fide  too,  let 
mc  a(k,   have  refources  been  moft  remarked  ?    We  have  feen  die 
great  exertions  that  have   been  made  by  France,  and  we  have 
thought  it  neceffary  to  guard  agamft  the  effefls  of  thofe  exertions. 
But  arc  thofe  exertions  natural  ?  Let  us  look  to  the  means  by  which 
they  levy  their  armies  and  fupport  th<;m  in  the  field  ;  to  their  fyftem 
of  recruiting  and  finance:  let  us  look  to  the  immenfe  expenditure 
^'hich  is  exhauftcd  by  their  cftablifliment ;    their  extortion  keeps 
pace  with  their  prodigality.     If  we  look  then  at  what  the  campaign 
has  coft  Fnmcc,  and  what  it  has  coft  die  allied  powers,  even  if  wc 
^d  not  gained  one  battle,  or  one  inch  of  ground,   ftill  we  muft 
deem  the  advantage  to  be  on  our  fide.     Such  are  the  aiguments  to 
^  oppofed  to  thofe  which  have  been  held  out  to  work  upon  your 
'^cars.    The  (hort  queftion  then  comes  to  be,  if  the  war  in  which 
we  arc  engaged  is  juft,  is  there  any  thing*  in  the  fyftem  of  our  alli- 
^wis  inconfiftent  with  wife  policy  r    Complaints  have  been  made  of 
detached  parts  ot  the  condu<^  of  our  allies,  fome  of  them  previous 
to  the  war,  and  others  during  the  war,  but  all  of  them  independent 
^  Ae  caufe  in  which  we  are  engaged/     With  refpcft  to  that  unfoi*- 
VoL.  XXXVII.         .       3S 
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tunate  peribn  (La  Fayette),  ^hofe  cafe  has  been  brau^t  forward ; 
J  have  only  to  fay  that  his  fate  was  never  at  the  dtfpofal  of  this 
tountiy.     Thefituation  of  Poland  has  often  been  brought  fbrwaid^ 
nor  have  I  upon  any  occafion  helitated  to  cxprefs  my  difappiobation 
of  the  treatment  of  that  country.     But  the  queftk)n  was,  whether  wc 
fiioold  allow  one  ad  of  injuftice  to  (ieprive  us  of  the  afliflance  of 
thoTe  powers  In  refifting;  a  fyftem  of  intolerable  injuftice,  not  mcreif 
exilting  in  France,  but  attempted  to  be  introduced  into  every  other 
country.     It  has  been  afked,  what  are  the  views  of  our  allies  ^ith 
refpe£t  to  the  future  government  of  France  r  Do  they  mean  to  re- 
ilore  the  former  abfolute  Monarchy  ?  I  have  no  reaforir  to  impute  tu 
them  any  fuch  intention ;  but  driis.  I  know,,  that  this  country  is  en- 
gaged in^the  conteft  only  fo  far  as  relates  to  its  own  defence.     But 
it  has  been  urged  that  even  (hould  die  combuied  powers  fuccecd* 
ihere  may  be  danger  fiom  their  fubfequent  divifions. — ^This  is  an 
objedion  which  muft  equally  apply  to  all  confederations*     Wher- 
ever there  are  feveral  aflbctated,  jealoufies  and  jars  may  natundly 
be  expelled  to  arife  :  but  this  furely  was  no  rea^n  why  Great  Bri- 
tain, ,  the  foul  and  cement  of  the  confederacy,   fhould  at  iffcS:nt 
withdraw  its  afTiftance  and  co-operation  from  the  other  powers ;  bur 
it  is  unneceiTary  for  me  to  fay  any  thing  more ;  I  fpeak  to  thofe  who 
were  in  the  firft  ioftance  eonvmced  of  the  juftice  and  neceflHty  of 
the  war,    and  wha  were  fenfible  that  in  the  prefent  mcHncnt  no 
peace  can  be  made  without  di(advantage  and  diigrace.  , 

Mr.  WHITBREAD  jun.  faid,  that  he  (hould  not  detain  the 
Houfe  by  entering  at  any  length  into  the  arguments  which  had  been 
uicd  agsdnft  his  motion>  but  that  he  tfiought  it  highly  neceflary  to 
fet  himfelf  right  in  the  opinion  of  the  Houfe,  from  fome  mifreprc- 
fentations  of  the  Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer.  He  denied  his 
having  profeflfed  himfelf  an  advocate  for  the  picfent  fyftem  in  Fnince. 
He  abhorred  as  much  as  any  man  the  odious  ^cm  of  tyranny 
which  now  prevailed  in  that  unhappy  country.  Me  maintained^ 
however,  that  there  was  no  incaniiftency  jn  this  aiifertion,  coupled 
with  the  one  he  had  made,  Aat  Auftria  and  Pruftia  had  combined 
for  the  purpofe  of  cruihiif  the  Sbertks  of  France.  Tint ^infani 
liberty  of  France  was^of  as  fair  psomiib,  as  znf  that  had  ever  ap- 
peared upon  earth ;  that  flic  had  become  the  vile  and  mif-flupcn 
objedl  we  behdd  with  fo  much  difguft,  was  owing  to  die  baneful 
cfFeds  of  that  very  ednfedera(^  to  wiiidi  Minifters  had  bound 
Great  Britain  in  a  common  caufe. 

One  argument  had  been  fumilhed  to  hkn,  by  the  ChanoeUcr  of 
.^,e.  Exchequer,  which  alone  would  have  induced  him  to  have 
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brought  forward  his  motion^  had  none  other  fuggefted  itfelf  to  his 
mind.      Xhe  ri^t  honoi|rable  gendeman  had  faid,  that  he  thought 
it  his  duty  to  u/e  all  means  to  cement  the  combination  againjl  France. 
This  was  a  fweeping  argument  of  difaftrous  import :  it  extended  to 
the  pardtion  of  France,  and  accounted  for  the  diviiioii  of  Poland^ 
It  might  eventually  lead  us  on  to  fteps  wliich  would  be  fatal  to  our 
own  Kberties.     This  Idea  was  not  chimerical*     Did  the  Houie 
rexx)lleil  that  the  appearance  of  Jacobinifm  In  France  had  mduced 
the  King  of  Pruffia  to  take  up  arms  againft  that  country ;  that  «vefi 
in  the  nrild  hereditary  monarchy  of  Poland  be  had  difcovered  fuffi« 
cient  feeds  of  Jacobiniim  to  ferve  as  a  pretext  for  hts  perfidy,  iapa« 
city,  and  cruelty  in  that  part  of  the  globe.    When  this  defpot  waft 
fluihed  with  fuccefs  obtained  hj  our  foQy,  who  could  alkweribr 
there  not  being  fo  nnich  Jacobiuifm  In  the  Britifl)  Confiitution  ^ 
to  be  difpleaiTng  to  hts  penetrating  eye  ?   No  individual,  no  aatioil 
could  be  ^ee  from  the  imputation  of  Jacobinifm :  it  had  become  in 
politics  exadly  what  herefy  had  in  religion.    Any  man  who  Offered 
from  a  bigot  in  religious  fentiments,  was  perfecuted  as  an,  heretic  ; 
every  man  who  ventured  to  differ  from  a  defpot  in  his  political  te« 
nets  was  now  branded  with  the  appellation  of  Jacobin.     This  was 
a  fatal  inftrument  in  die  hands  of  powerful  tyrants  for  the  defhrudiun 
of  diofc  who  were  in  any  manner  obnoxious  to  (hemr 

He  then  entreated  the  Houfe  to  refledl  upon  the  real  profped  of 
fiicceis  which  the  firft  Minifter  of  the  Crown  hold  out.  He  told 
the  country  that  the  finances  of  France  were  in  To  ruined  a  (iatep 
and  her  expenditure  fo  far  exceeding  her  income,  that  it  was  im« 
poflible  (he  could  maintain  the  conflict.  After  all  our  vapouring 
about  fucoefs,  was  this  the  forlorn  hope  tx>  which  we  were  reduced  ? 
and  could  the  country,  with  the  example  of  America  before  their 
eyes,  be  duped  into  a  belief  that  France  vna^  to  be  fubdued  by  the 
depreciation  of  her  currency  \  Her  other  refources  might  £ail  her ; 
but  as  long  as  fhe  afforded 

^<  Man  aad  ftecl,  the  foldier  and  his  fwordi** 

fte  would  be  invincible  againft  all  her  enemies. 

The  fate  of  the  queftion  he  anticipated  \  but  in  fubmitting  it  to 
the  Houfe  he  had  complied  with  his  fenfe  of  duty*  It  would  pro- 
bably by  miniiterial  hirelings  be  reprefented  as  of  a  Jacobinical 
tendency ;  he  knew  that  it  had  proceeded  from  a  zealous  attach- 
ment to  the  intercds  and  conffitution  of  his  country. 

Mr.  MARTIN  entreated,  that  if  His  Majcfty's  Miniftci*  cduM 
by  any  means  procure  the  releafe  of  the  unfortimate  Marquis  ]La 
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fzjtttCf  that  they  (hould  ufe  their  utmall  endeavours  to  idcafe 
bim  ;  if  not,  let  them  to  • 

f*  Sapper  with  whaf  appetite  they  may.*^ 

He  did  noty  he  faid,  s^ee  with  Mf .  Pitt  in  what  he  had  ihted, 
with  regard  to' the  relief  aSbrded  laft  fcflion  to  the  oommerce  of  die 
mtntry.  With  refpc<^  to  the  expences  of  the  war,  he  lainenced 
that  they  did  not  fall  mpre  qpoo  the  rich-  He  ftiould  not  feel  un- 
happy if  gentlei|iei)>  \fy  perfifiing  in  the  jM^feqt  war,  were  obliged 
to  (fink  off  a  plain  dinficr  inAead  of  two  courfes.  To  him  it  wouI4 
be  no  very  great  misfortunei  if  he  was  obliged  to  dine  upon  one 
courfe  inftead  qf  Kwo  or  three.  But  it  would  be  a  more  fevcfi; 
misfertime.fbr  perfons  in  a  lower  fpt^ere  pf  life,  that  while  Aef 
beheld  the  lu^^uiy  of  tifdr  fupcrior^,  they  ihould  be  therofelvrs  Si- 
freffed  for  a  [dace  to  p^t  their  heads  in,  and  inAead  of  bread  aiu) 
dieefe,  be  reduced  to  i^.fcanty  piuvifion  of  dry  bread  oqly* 
The^i^uedion  beii^  called  for,  fhe  tloufe  divided, 

Ayea^     -       -       •       138 

Noes       -       -       ^        26 


Majority      -     i\i 
The  Houfc  adjourned.  /     * 


s  t 


Friday,  Jth  MarcK 

Mr.  Chanoellor  PITT  hroiight  up  the  bill  for  i(ugmenting  the 
Militia,  which  was  read  :^  firil  timci  and  ordered  to  be  nrad  ^ 
iccond  time  on  Monday  next,"ai)cl  to  be  printed. 

Mr.  WILBERFORCE  moved  the  order  of  the  day  for  the 
Houfe  to  refolve  itfelf  into  a  Committee  of  the  whole  Houfe^  an 
the  bill  for  preventing  the  exportation  of  ne^oes  from  the  cpaft  of 
Africa  in  ^itifb  ihip9]|  or  by  Britifh  fubje^s,  to  foreign  territo- 
ries. 

Colonel  TARLETON  oppofed  the  motion,  upon  the  g!oan(| 
that  it  was  inimical  to  the  intetefl^  of  commerce^  a|i^  a  dan^evouji 
innovation  at  this  periodt 

The  Houfe  divided, 

For  the  bill,  40;  Againft  it,  28. 

The  Houfe  being  a  Committee^  went  through  the  bUl  witb%« 
ral  amendments.  The  report  was  received  immediately,  and  ^ 
^  was  ordered  to  be  recommitted  on  Friday  next. 

The  Houfe  adjourned.  •       ' 
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List  of  the  Minoiiity  who  voted  againft  Mr.  Wilberforce> 

Motion  on  the  Slav?  Trade  Bill. 

The  Right  Hon.  Charljss  J.  Fox^       John  Crewe,  Efq- 

Charles  Qrey,  Elq.  William  HiiiTey,  Efq. 

Lord  Robert  Spencer,  Sir  Rojbcrt  Clayton,  Bart^ 

X^ord  William  kiiiTell,  Benjainin  Vaujhan,  Efq, 

Hon.  Sr.  Andrew  St.  John^  Philip  Francis,  Efq. 

Colonel  Tarleton,  Hon.  Edward  Bouvcrie^ 

M.  A.  Taylor,  Efq.  T.  C.  Crcfpigny,  Efq. 

Henry  Howard,  Elq.  Lord  Jojjn  Townfhend, 

John  Courteoay,  Elq.  William  Plumcr,  Efq. 

William  Smith,  Efq.  William  Baker,  Efg. 

Robert  Vyner,  Efq.  John  Harcourt,  Efq. 

i^mes  Martin,'  Eki^  Hon.  Major  Maitland, 

)udlcy  ^onh,  Efq^  Jof.  RanJ«  Burch,  Elq, 

.   T  j;  L  L  E  R  S. 
K-  B«  Shcridaa^  Efq.  Sao^uel  Whitl^reful,  Efof 

Mondayy   1 0th  Marph* 

Mr.  THOMPSON  faid,  he  underftood  that  feme  new  regula^ 
fions  were  intended  with  regard  to  the  Alien  bill,  on  account  of 
fon^e  advantage  which  had  been  takent  by  enforcing  fome  other  law^ 
of  the  count!)' ;  he  wiihed  to  know  from  the  right  honourable  gen- 
tleman (Mr.  Dundas]  ijrlvit  the  nature  of  thpfe  regulations  were, 
^d  when  he  intended  to  briqg  them  forward  ? 

Mr.  pUNDAS  anfwered,  that  he  had  been  fince  advifed,  tha^ 
fiodiing  CQuld  t^  done  by  which  the  pi:eferit  adl  could  be  evaded, 
and  he  fhould  not  therefore  propofe  any  alteration  ;  he  then  moved 
for  reading  the  notiqe'he  had  given,  which  having  been  read  and 
difmiffed,  leaye  was  ^iven  for  bringing  in  the  bill  ^jtl^qut  an^ 
iteration* 

Mr.  ADAM  began  at  five  o'clocl^  a  fpeech  of  three  hours  and  a 
hilf,  with  a  very  fiqe  appeal  to  the  Houfe  on  the  importance,  in- 
tcreft,  and  gravity  of  the  queftion  which  he  was  about  to  bring  before 
(hem.  He  rofe.  hq  faid,  to  offer  to  the  Houfe  a  propofition  on  a 
fubjed  Yrhich  had  already  undeigone  much  difcuilion :  tp  review  the 
dcciiion  of  tl^  3 1  ft  of  Auguft  IJtft  in  the  Supreme  Court'of  Jufti- 
fiajy  in  Scotland  againft  Thomas  Muir  ;  and  the  trial  of  the  Cir- 
cular of  Jufticiary,  which  was  alfq  z,  fuprenic  Court,  againfl  Thomas 
Fyfche  Palmer.  From  thefe  Supreme  Courts  there  lay  no  appeal^  - 
^d  therefore  it  became  ^eceffary  for  that  Houfe  to  enter  into  the  re- 
view, iifi  felt  great  confidence,  as  well  as  great  anxiety,  upon  the 
^cfcnt  occafion,  confidence  in  the  caufe  which,  from  its  gravity. 
imDortai^e^  and  interefi,  he  was  fure  would  engage  them  to  indu1|c; 
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Km  with  Ac  moft  patient  attention:  and  yet  he  felt  great  anxiety  at 
the  idea  of  having  to  difcufs  in  a  popular  aflembly  a  queiKon  that 
cught  to  be  tried  in  a  Court  of  Appeal.     That  rcfort  was  denied. 
He  was  driven  to  the  neccflity  of  agitating  it  in  that  place,  where, 
however,  he  had  comfort  in  feeing  around  him  fo  many  perfons  of 
great  talents  in  every  way  ;  men  of  great  legal  talents  without  lcp»l 
pradtice,  as  well  as  men  at  the  head  of  the  profcflion ;  and  who  were 
Do£in  utriufqtu  iegis.     He  r efcrred  to  the  ri^t  honourable  gentk- 
man  oppofite  to  him,  who  had  fuccefTrvely  filfed  the  offices  Solicitor- 
General  and  Lord  Advocate  (Mr.  Dundas)  as  well  as  to  die  prcfem 
Lord  Advocate,  who  had  fo  material  a  (hare  in  the  prefent  proceed- 
Bigs.     He  had  great  confidence  therefore,  that  the  diicuflicn  of  the 
ijuellion  would  be  made  in  that  Houfe  with  the  cfSc&  to  be  expeded 
firom  men  accuftomed  to  form  decifions  on  Tubjefts  of  jurifprodencc, 
and  experienced  in  the  clear,  pure  adminiltration  of  die  law  of  the 
hnd.    He  (hould  enter  into  the  difcuflion  with  all  the  coolnefs,  tem- 
per, aiKl  gravity,  which  would  be  ufed  in  a  Court  of  Law,  as  if  he 
were  arguing  it  on  a  writ  of  error,  and  pleading  for  a  new  trial. 
He  was  fenfible  of  its  importance,  of  its  extent,  and  of  its  difficulty ; 
but  he  would  not  attempt,  as  Lord  Bacon  faid,  **  tp  ufe  a  numkr 
of  words  to  find  talk  or  difcourfe ;  to  raife  difficulties;  to  contradid 
and  confute,  but  to  weigh  and  confider"  the  cafe  with  candour  and 
with  gravity.    He  would  endeavour  to  avoid  all  technical  difcuflions, 
of  which  a  great  legal  charaifler  hnd  truly  faid,  "  That  forms  of  law 
were  the  tcnfes  of  jufticc,"  *  He  fliould  avoid  as  much  as  pofliblc 
every  thing  that  was  merely  technical,  though  it  was  obvious  that 
the  whole  merits  of  the  queftion  muft  io  a  great  meafurc  depend  on 
the  forms  and  proceedings  in  the  criminal  courts,  and  of  die  law  of 
Scotland ;  and  by  thefe  the  legality  or  the  illegality  of  die  proceedings 
inuft  be  determined.     His  propofition  was,  that  there  (hould  belaid 
ibcfore  the  Houfe,  certain  parts  of  the  records  in  thefe  t^'o  trials;  he 
faid  parts  of  the  records,  that  he  might  the  better  point  out  the  par- 
ticulars, to  which  he  meant  to  draw  their  attention.     Thefe  ports 
yere,  the  indiftment,    the  plea,  the  verdift,    and  the  fentence. 
There  were  fomc  things  alfo  which  related  to  Mr.  Muir  particjlarly, 
which  he  defired  to  have  before  the  Houfe,*  and  du$  perhaps  miglu 
not  be  part  of  the  record;  they  were  the  order  of  commitment  of  two 
witneflcs,  William  Muir  and  John  Ruflel,  as  well  as  die  objeflion 
l(hat  was  made  to  the  Jurors,  which  was  over-ruled.     Thou^  thcfc 
might  not  be  found  on  the  record,  yet  gentlemen  were  aware  that  if 
it  was  thou^it  right  to  bring  fuch  matter  before  the  Houfe,  that  the 
notes  of  the  Judges  would  be  fufficient  evidence. '    Thefe  were  the 
fybjeAs  of  his  intended  motions ;  but  he  did  not  mean  to  reft  hcr( ; 
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Ylioiigh  this  would  be  diequefilon  immediately  before  the  Houfe,  he 
meant  undoubtedly  to  go  farther;,  he  meant  from  thefe  records  to 
<3ueflIon  the  l^lity  of  the  fentence,  and  upon  that  doubt,  as  no  ap- 
|>eal  could  lie  from  this  queftionable  convidion,  he  propofed  to  move 
for  a  moft  refpc<Stful  addrcfs  to  His  Majefty,  in  favour  of  thqfe  un- 
fortunate men/    He  alTured  the  Houfe  that  in  purfuing  this  courfc, 
he  would  make  the  addrefs  as  refpeclful  as  it  was  in  his  power  to  dou 
It  was  tlie  duty  of  every  individual  and  of  every  body  of  men,  who 
addrcfled  the  Throne  with  a  petition  for  the  exercife  of  tl\e  preroga- 
tive of  mercy,  to  approach  His  Majefty  with  the  moft  refpeflful  lan- 
guage; as  it  ought  to  be  the  care  of  all  men  to  preferve  that  loyal 
obedience  to  Majefty,  which,  as  Judge  Blackftone  well  faid,  the 
Conltitution  had  afcertained  to  the  King.     He  ^vould  ufe  that  emi- 
nent iawycrs  own  words:  it  had  been  the  care  of  their  anceftors, 
•*  Not  to  make  the  Monarch  appear  in  any  of  the  invidious  parts  of 
**  the  Conftitution;  but  in  thofe  works  in  which  the  nation  only  fee 
him  engaged  perfonally  \  works  of  legiflaturc,  magnificence,  and 
mercy."     By  the  courfe  which  he  propofed  to  himfelf  then,  he 
maintained  the  trueft  reverence  for  the  Throne ;  ft  nee  he  moved  only 
for  the  exercife  of  his  moft  (hining  prerogative ;  and  though  he  quef- 
tioned  the  legality  of  the  fentcncc,  and  the  foundnefs  of  the  difcretlon^ 
yet  his  addrefs  to  the  Throne  fliould  be  moft  refpcflful.     This  was 
the  nature  of  his  proceeding,  and  in  the  difcuflion  of  the  fubjed,  he 
thought  himfelf  bound  to  maintain  the  following  proportions : 

Firft,  that  the  crimes  fet  forth  in  the  indiftments  againft  Thomas 
Muir,  and  Thomas  F.  Palmer,  are  what  the  law  of  Scotland 
calls  Leqfing-making^  that  is,  uttering  words  or  publiftiing  matter 
tending  to  breed  difcord  between  the  King  and  his  people.  This  is> 
prrq)erly  a  mifdemeanor  in  the  nature  of  a  public  libel,  tending  to 
zSeSt  the  State,  or  difturb  the  Government,  and  thefe  indidlmcnts 
chaige  no  other  crime  whatever. 

Secondly,  that  the  punilhment  of  tranfportation  cannot  by  die 
law  of  Scotland,  be  legally  inflicted  for  the  crime  of  I^ajing-making^ 
The  zA  of  Queen  Anne,  1703,  c.  4.  having  appropriated  to 
that  crime  the  punifhment  of  fine,  imprifomnent,  and  bani(hment 
only,  and  that  the  annexing  the  pain  of  death  to  the  return  from 
fuch  tranfportation,  was  an  aggravation  not  warranted  by  law. 
The  pumihment  of  death  being  exprefsly  taken  away  by  that  fta- 
tuCe^  and  no  fiatute  having  p^fed  fince  Ihat  time,  which  varies  or 
alters  that  law :  and 

Thirdly,  that  if  the  aiSls  charged  in  the  indictments  do  not 
conftitute  the  crime  of  Leafing^mJung^  or  public  libel,  the  in- 
..didtments  duirge  no  crime  known  to  the  law  of  Scotland :      ift^ 
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bccaufe  there  is  no  fuch  crime  known  to  the  law  of  Scotland,  a< 
common  lawy  as  real  fcdition  conflituting  a  diAind  and  feparatc 
offence :   2d,  becaufe  if  there  be  fuch  a  crime,  thcfe  indii^ments  da 
not  ftate  it ;   3d,   bccaufe,  if  there  were  fuch  feparate  and  diftintS 
offence  in  Scx>tland  at  common  law,  it  would  be  contrary  to  law  to 
punifh  that  offence  by  tranfportation,  and  not  warranted  by  law  «o 
infliiSt .  the  pain  of  death  for  returning  front  fuch  tranfpartarion. 
Thefe  were  the  propolitiois  which  he  thought  it  incumbent  upon 
him  to  lay  down  and  to  maintain.     At  the  fame  time  he  conceived, 
that  if  he  made  out  the  firil,  he  made  out  his  whole  cafe,  fince  that 
\¥ould  comprehend  the  illegality «     An  indiiftment  in  Scotland  it 
laid  in  the  form  of  ^/yihgi/m :  its  major  contains  the  corpus  diUffi^ 
of  which  the  minor  ilates  the  facfts,  and  the  conclufion  is,  that  the 
major  (hould  be  proved  by  thcfe  fadls.     The  indictment  of  ITio* 
mas  Muir  (bites  in  the  major,  that  advifing  and  exhorting  peifons 
to  purchafe  and  perufc  feditious  and  wicked  publi<;acrans,    and  Co 
diRribute  and  circulate  them,  &c.  &c.  are  crimes  of  a  heinous  na- 
ture; and  the  fads  ilatcd  in  the  minor  are,  that  he  did  make 
fpeeches  in  certain  focieties  and  meetings,  and  did  advife  perfons  to 
buy  and  read  Paine's  Rights  of  Man,  and  did  circulate  the  fame.  It 
appears  then,  tliat  the  major  of  this  propoHtion  holds  out  no  other 
crime  than  that  oi  kajing-making ;  and  all  the  fa^s  Oated  in  the  mi- 
nor propofitionof  his  indiftment,  aggravated  as  they  are  by  tiie 
terms  of  the  major,  go  no  farther  than  the  crime  of  kojing-maiing. 
He  faid  he  held  in  his  hand  pne  of  three  trials  of  Thomas  Muir 
that  had  been  printed  in  Edinburgh,  the  one  printed  for  William 
Creech,  bccaufe  it  was  evidently  written  againft  the  prifoner.     If 
there  Ihould  be  any  objed^ions  to  the  quotations  whidvhe  made 
from  that  paiYiphlet,  he  gave  notice  to  the  Houfe  that  he  held  in 
his  hand  official  copies  of  the  record,  with  which  he  had  been  fur- 
nifhed  from  Scotland,  and  to  which  he  fhoidd  be  ready  to  refer. 
He  faid,  that  by  the  beft  authorities  on  the  law  of  Scotland,  there 
was  no  fuch  thing  as  the  fort  of  fedition  which  the  indictment  here 
affedled  to  hold  out.     The  law  of  Scotland  underflood  from  all  the 
fadls  mentioned  in  this  indidtment  no  other  crime  than  that  of  UaJ- 
ing-mahing.     Sir  George  Mackenzie,  who  wrote  towards  the  latter 
end  of  the  laft  century,  who  was  fo  clofely  conneAed  with  the  Duke 
of  Lauderdale,  and  the  apologift  for  all  his  mal-adminiftratiou, 
was  an  authority  that  tlie'' Houfe  would  not  be  difpofed  to  dilute, 
inafmuch  as  it  would  not  be  conceived  that  he  wduM  gi^c  the  moft> 
fiivourable  inrerpretation  of  the  liaw  in  favour  of  the*  liberty  of  the 
fubjcdl.     What  does  he  fay  on  the  fubje6t  ?     That  a  commotio^ 
of  the  people  tending  to  dUlurb  the  Government  yn&  tieafbii  \  btf 
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if  a  eoftmnodoR  was  excited  upon  any  private  account^  it  was  in  Scot'- 
land  caUcd  *a   convocation  of  the  leiges.     Sedition  was  never  laid 
as  a  crimiH  perfty  but  as  it  was  connected  with  other  crimes  of  which 
it  5ivas  an  aggravation.     Thc/fdifio  regni  was  puni(hable  as  treafon, 
and  was  always  fo  laid  in  the  indidment,  and  the  relevancy  of  the 
crime  to  infer  the  punifhment  of  treafon  was  always  firA  found  by 
the  Court.     Here  then  was  an  authority  which  came  home  diredlly 
to  the  matter  in  iffue,   in  fupport  of  his  affertion,  that  the  crime 
charged  uppn  Muir  and  Palmer  was  no  other  than  that  defcribed 
by  Ac  a<S  of  Qyeen  Anne  to  be  kajing-making.     No  convocating  of 
the  people  without  arms,  and  without  an  overt-ad  of  rebellion, 
was  treaibny  and  they  knew  of  no  other  fort  of  fedition  in  the  whole 
hiftory  of  tho'law  of  Scotland.     To  be  prcfent  at  meetings,  fays 
Sir  Geoige  Mackenzie,  was  not  relevant  to  infer  the  puni(hment  of 
treafon,  even  though  the  meetings  might  be  of  a  tumultuous  nature. 
There  could  be,  in  (hort,  no  real  fedition  without  actual  rebellion  \ 
and  every  thing  ftort  of  this  real  fedition  was  by  the  act  of  Queen 
Anne  ddined  to  be  Unfing-maiingi  and  reftrificd  to  an  arbitrary  pu- 
nifhment.    The  punifhment  ordained  by  that  law  brought  him  to 
his  fecx)nd  propoiition  :  it  was  confined,  as  he  had  faid,   to  three  ^ 
kinds,  fine,  imprifonment,  and  banifhment  certainly  did  not  mean 
tranfportation  to  a  particular  fpot.     A  fhort  hiftory  of  the  act  of 
Queen  Araic  would  give  them  a  mailer-key  to  unlock  the  myftery  of 
all  this  proceeding,   which  he  called  queftionable  legality,  and  un* 
found  difcretion.     It  was  an  adt  founded  on  the  Qaim  of  Righu 
which  was  the  charter  of  the  pe6ple  of  Scotland,  and  correipondent 
to  die  Bill  of  Rights  in  England,  and  therefore  it  ought  to  be  con- 
fhiied  liberally  in  favour  of  the  people:  it  was  a  penal  ftatute,  and 
ought  not  therefore  to  be  interpreted  ftriftly  as  to  the  letter.     There 
wal  ft\great  advantage  in  knowing  the  hiftoiy  of  an  ad^,  as  the  mean^ 
of  expounding  its  intention  ;   and  it  was  a  curious  fa£l,   that  the 
Claim  of  Right,  from  which  this  law  was  derived,  contained  tliis 
important  claufe ;   that  the  "  caufing  to  purfuc  and  forfeit  perfons, 
"  upon  ftretches  of  old  and  obfolete  laws,  upon  frivolous  and  weak 
•*  pretences,  upon  lame  and  defcftive  probadons^^  as  particularly 
•*  the  late  Earl  of  Argyle,  arc  contrary  to  law."     If  England  could 
boafl  her  Ruflell  and  her  Sidney,  Scotland  alio  could  boaft  her  Ar- 
gyle  and  her  Salton,     The  Earl  of  Argyle  was  indidcd  for  high 
treafon  and  leajing-mahingy  on  account  of  his  confcientious  explana* 
tion  of  his  fubfcription  to  an  unconfcientious  lift.     The  hiftory  of 
his  cafe  was  not  unknown  to  gentlemen :  Hume  fays  of  it,   ^'  It  is 
"  needleis  to  enter  into  particulars,   where  the  iniquity  is  fo  appa- 
^'  rent:  though  the  fword  of  juftlce  was  difplayed,  even  her  &nv» 
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**  bla^cc  was  not  put  on,  ahd  the  forms  alone  of  law  were  prefcrvcd, 
••  in  order  to  fan«5tify  or  rather  aggravate  the  oppreflion."  The  hor- 
ror excited  the  people  of  Scotland  to  infcrt  the  memorable  claufe 
which  he  had  read  in  the  Claim  of  Right,  and  under  this  tbcy  thought 
themfclves  fccurc.  Eleven  or  twelve  years  afterwards,  however, 
on  the  memorable  occafion  of  Darien's  fcttlcment,  a  number  of 
profccutions  were  begun,  wliich  roufcd  the  Parliament,  and  thcr 
paffcd  a  ftatutc,  the  ftatutc  immediately  before  that  on  leaiing-mak- 
ing,  confirming  the  Claim  of  Right  in  more  precife  terms,  and  de- 
claring it  to  be  trcafon  to  countcnuSl  any  part  of  it.  Immediately 
after  this  memorable  ftatute,  was  paiTed  the  ftatutc  declaring  that 
public  libel  was  merely  ienjing-makiftg,  and  was  fubjeS  only  to  tmc 
or  other  of  the  three  punilhmcnts  which  he  had  already  mentioned. 
How  important  to  the  true  underftanding  of  tliis  ftatute  was  the  {hoit 
hiftory :  it  clearly  (hews  the  intention  of  the  Scotch  Parliament — it 
did  not  repeal  the  crime,  but  it  changed  the  puniflimcnt ;  it  was  no 
longer  to  incur  the  pain  of  death,  but  the  pain  of  fine,  imprifonmcnt, 
or  bani(hment,  and  thefe  punishments  w^rc  intended  to  be  mild, 
and  to  be  favourable  to  the  fubjeft.  This  aft  remained  to  the  pre- 
fent  day  :  nothing  had  happened  fince  to  alter,  or  to  change  the  fta- 
tute. Now  the  queftion  was,  whether  the  word  banifhmcnt,  and 
the  word  tranfportation  were  fynonimous.  In  his  mind  nothing 
could  be  more  diflinft ;  and  he  hoped  he  ihould  be  able  to  (hew  the 
Houfe,  that  through  tlie  whole  fcrics  of  the  Scottilh  hifton',  frott^ 
the  loweft  cafe  of  mere  precedent  up  to  the  higheft  of  Icgiflativc  aol,  * 
there  was  nothing  to  countenance  the  idea  that  the  Word  banifhment 
in  this  aft  could  infer  tranfportation.  Let  it  be  rccoUeftcd  diat  the 
aft  intended  to  mitigate  the  punifhment,  and  if  there  was  any  doubt 
about  the  term,  the  Judges  were  bound  by  found  difcretion,  to 
take  it  in  the  mod  lenient  fcnfe.  To  be  banilhed  firom  one's  coun- 
try ; 

Around  the  world  abroad  to  roam, 

P'ar  from  his  native  feat  and  pleafir^  home, 

has  always  been  confidcred  as  a  fevere  and  heavj'  fentence ;  but  t9 
be  tranfportcd  beyond  feas  to  a  particular  (pot — to  be  imprifoncd  in 
a  diftant  and  dcfolate  land — ^to  be  doomed  to  tlie  moft  defpotic  dif- 
ciplinc  and  fervitude,  was  fuch  an  aggravation  of  the  purdlhmcnt  as 
did  demand  clear  authority  for  its  juftification.  The  dilHnftion  be- 
tween banifhmeniT  and  tranfportation  was  clearly  known  in  all  coun- 
tries :  it  was  known  to  the  Roman  law  \  it  is  known  to  the  Englifli 
law  ;  and  in  Scotland  it  was  clearly  and  perfcftly  underfiood  and 
aftcd  upon.     Barufhmcnt  was  infliftcd,   but  not  tranfportadon. 
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Why  ?  Bccaufe  banifliment  was  pradlicable,  but  tranfportation  was 
jx>t.  Every  cond(!innation  muft  fuppofe  a  competent  jurifdidlion. 
Now  Scotland  had  no  colonies  to  which  it  could  tranfport ;  it  had 
DO  jurifdt(£\ion  abroad,  and  it  therefore  could  not  miiiA  that  fpeciet 
of  pumihmcnt*  "  Witli  us,"  fays  Sir  George  Mackenzie,  "  no 
^*  judge  can  confine  a  man  whom  he  bam(hcth  to  any  place  wlth-^ 
**  out  his  jurifdicHon  ;  becaufe  he  hadi  no  jurifdidtion  over  other 
**  countries,  and  fo  cannot  make  adls,  nor  pronounce  any  fentenccs 
'*  relative  to  them.'*  This  was  not  merely  the  opinion  of  the 
great  law  authorities  of  Scotland,  it  has  alfo  been  fonned  by  deci- 
fions  of  the  court.  There  was  a  remarka.ble  cafe  before  a  Scot?  b 
ihcrifF,  where  he  pronounced  the  fentcnce  of  tranfportation.  The 
cafe  was  appealed  to  the  Court  of  Scflion,  and  they  decided  that  ht 
had  not  the  power  of  punifhing  by  tranfportation,  as  he  had  no 
power  out  of  his  own  (hire.  They  however  approved  of  the  con- 
viction, and  they  banifticd  the  man  forth  of  S;^otl:ind,  with  certifi- 
cation that  on  his  return  he  fhould  be  punifhcd  wich  tranfjxirtation  ; 
thus  declaring  their  own  fenfc  of  the  difference  between  banifliment 
and  tranfportation.  Nothing  could  be  more  glaring  than  this  f.nSJ  ; 
for  they  thus,  in  the  face  of  all  the  world,  had  decided  the  general 
diftin<%on  between  the  one  and  the  x)ther. — The  whole  fcrics  of 
the  Statutes  of  Scotland  fcrved  to  confirm  this  interpretation.  The 
law  of  1609,  which  punilhed  libels  with  banifhment,  was  the 
only  law  on  tlic  fubjedl  before  1703;  and  as  Scotland  had  no  colo- 
nies until  the  fcttlement  of  Darien,  it  was  clcarlv  underftood  that  it 
was  fimple  banifliment  only,  and  not  trafportation.  It  was  cer- 
tainly true  that  there  were  many  inftances  of  tranfp.irtation  or  of 
banifhment  to  the  Weft  Indies,  but  that  they  were  all  ftatutary ; 
and  they  were  all  paiTcd  upon  crimes  that  were  cajntal.  Where- 
ever  the  words  were  added,  and  which  were  borrowed  from  England, 
they  gave  a  fcvcrcr  meaning  to  the  original  Scotch  term  of  banifh- 
ment, and  where  they  were  not  fuperaddcd,  they  were  not  to  be 
implied.  Tranfportation  was  firft  intnxiuced  by  Charles  II.  and 
Sir  Geoige  Mackenzie,  his  apologift,  endeavours  to  give  a  colour- 
able pretext  to  the  aft  entitled,  «'  Againft  fuch  as  fhall  refufc  to 
depone  before  the  Privy  Council  againft  delinquents  ;"  one  claufe 
condemns  thofe  who  (hall  refufe  or  delay  to  depone,  to  be  banifhed 
to  His  Majefty's  plantations  in  the  Weft  Indies ;  but  in  the  fame 
aft  there  is  another  claufe,  that  no  man's  declaration  (hall  infer 
againft  himfelf  any  other  than  (imple  baniftimcnt.— Thus  even  the- 
ftate  made  a  fufHcient  diftinftion  between  thp  two.  As  to  all. 
the  afts  of  the  infamous  Privy  Council  of  Scotland,  which  could 
only  he  paralleled  in  iniquity  by  the  Star  Chamber  in  {England,  k, 
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was  impoffible  for  him  to  fay  a  word,  as  they  could  not  be  praduoed 
or  referred  to ;  they  were  hUdcn  in  the  darknefs  with  iiiAiick  op- 
prefTion  and  iniquity  always  clothed  themfelvcs.     But  witfi  refpe^ 
to  the  fentence  of  the  Court  of  JuAiciaryy  he  would  take  upon  hiin- 
felf  to  fay,  that  there  was  not  a  fidgle  inftance  of  tranfpodation 
paiTed  upon  any  one  ofFence  that  was  not  in  itfelf  a  capital  offeoce. 
He  could  not  have  looked  with  his  own  eyes,  but  he  had  been  fa- 
voured with  very  accurate  notes,  and  he  gave  the  challeoge  to  the 
learned  gentlemen  on  the  other  Cde  of  the  Houfe,  that  in  the  whole 
of  the  records  of  the  Jufticiary  Court  of  Scotland  they  Ihould  pro- 
duce a  (ingle  inftance:  he  trufted  to  the  induftry  of  gentlemen  of 
moft  accurate  invedigation,    under  diredions   the  moft  pitcife* 
There  were 'three  kinds  of  capital  cafes  in  Scotland  upon  whidi 
tranfportadon  had  been  inflidcd  ;  the  iirft  were  capital  pun^ments 
mitigated  to  tranfportation,  and  fuch  \vH:re  the  capital  crimes  of  no- 
torio^s  adultery^  rape,  difturbing  a  itian  in  his  dwelling,  &C-  &c. 
thefe  crimes,  all  capital  by  law,  were  frequently  mitigated  to  tranf* 
portation  by  the  difcretion  of  the  Judges,     There  was  a  long  lift  of 
thefe  crimes  which  it  was  not  neceffary  for  him  to  repeat.     There 
was  a  fecond  clafs  of  capital  crimes  where  tranfportadon  wa$  alfo 
tifed  as  a  mitigation,  and  thefe  were  the  cafes  in  which,  befere  thff 
verdicS  Was  pafled,  the  profecutor  agreed  to  reftrift  it  to  an  arbitrary 
punifhmcnt.    Gentlemen  not  acquainted  with  the  Scotch  law  would 
underftand  that  this  was  a  very  common  praftice  in  their  trials. 
There  was  a  third  clafs  of  capital  crimes,  alfo,  where  the  prDfecutor 
and  prifoner  confented  to  tranfportation,  and  which  compact  was  t 
fpecies  of  mitigation  or  pardon.    In  all  thefe  cafes  the  Houfe  would 
Use,  that  in  all  the  three  claiTes  of  capital  crimes  mitigated,  capital 
crimes  reftmded  to  an  arbitrary  punifhment,  and  capital  puniih* 
ments  a^Mded  by  compact,  tranfportation  was  pafted  only  as  a  mi- 
tigation of  a  higher  piiniihment.     It  conftandy  defcended  down- 
wards ;  it  did  not  afcend  upwards.    There  was  not  a  finglc  cafe  In 
the  whole  hiftory  of  the  pra6lice  of  the  Courts  of  Jufticiary,  of  the 
(i^t^nce  of  tranfportadon  being  pafted  on  any  man  whofe  prime  did 
not  infer  a  capita!  punifhment.     Now  the  z€t  of  1703  hiv4iig 
made  leflfing-making  what  we  call  a  mere  mifdemeanor,  and  hav- 
ing declared  that  it  (hould  no  longer  be  capital,  it  certainly  was  not 
competent  for  the  Court,  in  foui\d  difcretion,  to  pafs  a  higher  fei- 
tfence  than 'the  law  ordained.    The  a6t  of  1609,  which  was  a  law 
for  punilhing  fcandalous  libels  againft  the  people  of  £ngland--»aa 
cdd  law  if  we  were  to  judge  by  die  manners  ef  the  prcfent  age, 
where  abufing  thr  Scots  was  more  generally  the  pra6Hcc,  condemned 
the  c^en^e  to  bai)i0unem  ftr  more  figoioui  coiporti  pin.  .Btoiifli* 
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menr  there  eoidd  otif  mean  Ina&fhmcnt  out  of  Scotland ;  £ac  dien 
Scotland  had  no  jorifdidion  abroad :  and  the  a£t  of  1 703,  being 
the  next,  took  away  alf  copoial  pain,  and  was  profeffedly  a  mitiga- 
tion of  ifae  aA  of  1 609.     But  it  would  not  have  nutigated  the  aft 
of  1 609,  if  what  wa9  baniihment  in  the  firft  could  be  interpreted 
into  tranfportation  in  the  fccond.     And  that  the  diredl  contraij 
was  the  eaCe,  that  the  a£k  of  1703  mitigated  the  foimer  ftatutes 
was  nnanifeit  from  die  opinions  of  the  greatcft  lawyers  recently  after 
the  pafling-of  that  a6J.     In  17 15  and  17 16,  profecutions  were 
entered  into  againft  peribns  for  diftribudng  Jacobite  medals  among 
the  Faculty  of  Advocates*     Among  others,  againft  a  perfon  whofe 
&mily  had  fincc  fhown  invariable  loyalty  to  die  family  on  the 
throne*      Thp  indictments  were  laid  upon  the  ftatutes,  and  Sir 
David  Dalrymplc,  then  Lord  Advocate,  ftatcd  in  his  information, 
that  •*  the  laws  againft  kajing-imaking  wc^re  anciently  odious ;  but 
fince  the  happy  Revolution,  that  grievance,  amoi^  many  others, 
'*  has  been  removed :   what .  was  ufcful  in  the  a<Ss  of  kafing- 
**  making  was  preferved  by  the  ad  of  1703  ;  the  littemefs  of  the 
^*  pumfkmtnt  is  r:Jirained%  and  jo  the  odioufncfs  of  the  law  is  taken 
"  off!"     The  next  coniideration  was,  to  enquire  whether  the  laws 
paffed  fincc  the  Union  would  change  the  eftedl  of  this  ftatute  of 
1703.     The  4.th  of  George  I.  fpccially  excludes  Scodand;  the 
6th  of  George  IIL  recognized  what  was  formerly  the  law  of  Scot- 
land, but  did' not  go  an  iota  further  than  it  had  gone.     The  gene- 
ral definidon  of  crimes  was  liferent  in  the  two  countries. — Thenp 
was  no  foch  thing  as  fedition  at  common  law  ;  and  all  the  fentencet 
of  tranfportation  go,  as  he  had  faid,  .upon  capital  oftences.     TAe 
a5diof  George  III.  the  a£l  made  on  the  fpiur  of  neceflity,  in 
confequence  of  the  lofs  of  America,  certainly  did  not,  either  by  its 
fpirit  or  letter,  change  the  body  of  the  Scotch  law  ;  it  ordained  the 
tranfportation  of  felons  to  fudi  place  as  His  Majefty  in  Council 
ihould  think  fit ;  but  it  did  not  ordain,  that  what  before  was  a 
lefs  puniihment  fhould  from  thenceforward  be  a  greater.     Surely 
Parliament  would  not  fay,  diat  this  ftatute,  which  merely  went  to 
enable  the  King  to  fend  perfons  to  any  place  beyond  fcas,  in  con- 
fequence of  our  having  loft  America,  coidd  be  conftrued  to  alter  a 
ftatute  to  which  it  even  does  not  allude :  it  imift  be  confiftent  with 
itfelf,  and  7k  it  neither  eftedls  to  repeal  or  after  the  former  ftatutes, 
it  goes  only  to  declare,  that  where  perfons  were  fubjeft  to  tranf-* 
portation,  die  King  in  Conncirihall  have  power  to  tranfport  them 
where  he  pieafes.     To  (hew  die  very  little  accuracy  that  there  wai 
in  this  ad  of  Ruliament,  he  flawed  that  it  contained  the  word  felon, 
9>9md  iK't  known  to  th^  Scotdi  law,  and  which  the  Scotch  ftatutea 
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had  never  mentioned ;  and  even  the  fentence  of  Mh  Muir  was  in- 
cohfiftent  with  thisad:,  for  by  his  fentence  he  roig^t  ictiim  to  Ire- 
landy  and  yet,  by  the  ad  of  Parliament^  if  he- did.  he  was  liable 
to  be  executed.    The  vt&  of  z  703  ftood  then  the  laft  and  only  one 
upon  which  the  crime  of  leajing-fnaking  could  be  tried ;  and  that 
crime  of  leajing-makingy  the  crime  of  Muir  and  Palmer,  was  fuh- 
jed  by  that  flatate,  to  line,  imprifonmenty  or  banifhment  only. 
He  came  now  to  his  third  propofitioni  that  if  the  indictments  di<i 
not  charge  the  the  crime  of  leafing-maUng^  they  charged  no  odnT 
crime  ;  for,  as  he  had  faid>  fedition  was  no  crime  at  comsnan  law 
in  Scotland  :  and  he  could  not  hear  widiout  horror  that  a  dodfain^ 
had  been  fct  up  in  judification  of  the  proceedings  in  Scotland,  du! 
as  new  manners  made  new  crimes,  the  Court  of  Juftidaiy  W3S 
fupreme,  and  could  make  law  applicable  to  the  occafion.     If  it  was 
poflTible  to  conceive  that  any  Court  of  Judicature  in  this  countrr, 
that  boafled  of  its  freedom  and  of  the  pure  adminidiadon  of  crimi- 
nal juilice,  could  have  fuch  power,  he  Qould  only  Caiy  that  it  viw 
lated  all  his  ideas  of  the  conilitution  of  this  country,  and  was  an 
outrageous  libel  upon  common  fenfe.  .  That  fuch  a  declaxatian  had 
come  from  the  feat  of  jufttce,  he  had  heard,  indeed,  but  he  muA 
difbelieve ;  fure  he  was  that  it  demanded  a  very  (Irick  and  prcdfc 
animadverfion.     The  old  laws  with  refped  to  conventicles  wcrt 
clearly  done  away,  and  fo  perhaps  were  the  Biitgh  ^^^  \  and  it 
was  a  quedion,  whether  when  the  English  (hitutes  againft  trcafon 
were  made  to  extend  to  Scotland,  diey  did  not  abrogate  the  old 
laws  of  treaibn.     It  was  manifeft,  he  thought,  that  they  abrogated 
the  treafon^laws  of  Scotland,  where  thofe  treafon-laws  varied  from 
thofe  of  England.— It  was  treafon  in  Scotland,  for  inftance,  for  a 
pcrfon  to  kill  another  whom  he  had  iii  truft,  as  a  fchooiraafltr  his 
pupil,  or  a  guardian  his  ward ;  but  though  on  the  cxtenfion  of  thv* 
treafon-laws  of  England  to  Scotland,  this  ceafed  to  be  treafon,  it 
was  dill  a  crimen  in  Je  ;  it  was  dill  the  crime  of  muid^  ;  it  was 
the  fame  thing.   The  fame  analogy  would  apply  to  the  crime  of  fedi- 
tion ;  the  Engli(h  law  could  make  that  treafon  in  Scotland  which 
was  not  fo  in  England.     But  they  were  not  chaiged  In  the  inditl- 
mcnt  with  any  other  than  that  crime  which  in  England  is  die  mif- 
demeanor  of  libel ;  and  he  believed  there  was  hardly  one  man  that 
heard  him,  that  would  deny  that  their  puniihmcnt  exceeded  the 
bounds  of  found  difcretion. 

There  was  a  phrafe  in  the  Sa>tch  law,  which  anfwered  to  what 
in  Engliih  law  was  called  acceflary  ;  the  term  was,  art  and  fart. ^* 
But  by  the  Scotch  law  the  principal  may  be  chatged  as  art  and  part. 
The  prifoner  is  obliged  to  deliver  in  the  lift  of  witneflbl  that  he  in^ 
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tends  to  call  to  his  juftification ;  and  yet,  to  proyc  art  and  part,  cir- 
cumftafnces  may  be  introduced  not  contained  in  the  tndidment  \  and 
if  fo,  he  is  not  permitted  to  call  any  new  witneffcs  to  his  defence 
againft  inch  new  chaige.     This  might  be  confiftent  with  the  practice 
of  the  Courts  of  Scotland,  but  it  was  contrary  to  all  the  principles 
of  reaibn  and  jiiftice.     This  was  done  in  the  cafe  of  Mr*  Muir  ;  it 
-^ras  proved  thait  he  had  recommended  Flower  on  the  conffitution  of 
France,  and  that  he  had  uttered  fome  expreflions  about  reforming 
t\\c  abufes  in  die  Courts  of  Law,  althougli  neither  of  thefe  had  been 
articulated  in  the  indid^ment.     He  contended  that,  by  art  and  part, 
the  indidlment  could  merely  mean  art  and  part  of  the  crimes  libelled, 
and  not  of  any  other  crimes ;  but  the  Lord  Advocate  faid,  that  un- 
der the  terms  oi  art -and part,  he  could  prove  the  fedition  of  his 
whole  life,  and  draw  into  it  every  a<9:  of  every  kind.     So  he  found 
had  been  the  declaration  on  the  trial.     If  fo,  he  mud  aver  that  the 
man  had  not  had  a  trial  that  ought  to  fubjedi  him  to  the  dreadful 
punifhment  paifed  upon  him  in  the  fcntence.     It  was  faid,  as  an 
imputation  upon  the  criminal  law  of  England,  that  it  was  not  nc- 
Qcfbx^  to  name  the  precife  day  upon  which  a  crime  was  committed, 
but  the  law  required  that  they  (hould  name  and  prove  a  d:iy.     But 
what  was  the  pradlice  in  Scotland  ?  They  were  not  obliged  to  confine 
themfelves  to  a  day ;  nay,  after  taking,  in  the  cafe  of  Mr.  Muir, 
the  period  of  months,  for  his  conduct  during  all  which  he  was  to 
prepare  his  defence,  they  extended  their  evidence  to  a  time  even  be- 
yond this,  they. faid  they  had  a  right  to  take  in  his  whole  life,  and  fie 
was  denied  the  power  of  bringing  evidence  in  his  defence,  becaufe 
he  had  not  previoufly  given  a  lift  of  witneflcs  to  refute  charges  of 
which  he  had  never  heard.     I  fay  then,  faid  Mr.  Adam,  that  fub- 
ftantial  juftice  has  not  been  done  to  this  man  ;  and  if  wc  have  either 
the  feelings  or  the   hearts  of  men,  we  will  not  depart  the  Houfc 
this  night  without  aii  addrefs  to  the  Throne  for  mercy.     I'hc  next 
great  objedion  to  the  faimefs  of  his  trial  was  that  which  related  to 
his  jury.     A»  Society  was  formed  in  Scotlahd,  at  Goldfmith's  Hall, 
refembling  that  at  the  Crown  and  Anchor,  in  confequencc  of  the 
inftitution  of  certain  focieties,  called  Friends  of  die  People,  of  the 
publicadon  of  Paine's  Rights  of  Man,  &c.     Of  the  Friends  of  the 
People,  he  fhould  content  himfelf  widi  faying,  tliat  though  many 
refpedted  fnends  of  his  were  advocates  for  a  reform  of  the  jcprcfcn- 
tadon  of  the  people  in  Parliament}  he  had  no  o(^nion  common  with 
them  on  the  fubjeS  ;  he  did  not  think  that  it  was  either  a  wife  or  a 
falutary  meafure  to  alter  the  rcprefentation  in  that  Houfe ;  and  of 
Paine's  Rig^s  of  Man  he  (hould  only  fay,  that  he  had  been  favoured 
with  the  xepioich,  ia  oon^pany  with  the  two  rightiionounble  gen* 
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tktnen  over  the.  way,  for  having  ^(appitWcd  of  his  dodiincs.  Thb 
Ibcicty  at  Goldfmith's  Hall  had  repii6bated  in  (even:  tenns  P^ttc*s 
book,  and  had  excluded  Mr.  Muir.from  ti^ir  ibciet^,  on  accomH  of 
his  approving  of  that  book.     Gentlemen  of  this  fodety  were  the 
jury  ;  and  ^in  objedion  was  made  by  Mr.  Muir,  a  fliong,  a  valid 
objedion,  that  they  were  prejudiced  men,  had  declared  their  picju- 
djce>  and  had  aded  upon  it.     It  was  an  ot^edion  oommoa  Co  die 
law  of  Scotland.     There  was  a  memcnrahle  4nflaiKe  in  the  trial  of 
Lord  Bal merino  in  the  year  1 63 1 .     He  objeAed  to  Lord  Martflial 
and  Lord  Oumfties,  as  having  cxpreffed  themfelves  in  his  dki&vour, 
and  fie  put  thetn  to  their  oath  ;  they  took  it.     He  made  the  iame 
objection  to  Lord  Bhntyre,  who  refufed  to  take  the  oath  of  his  not 
having  fpokcn  to  his  disfavour,  ;ind  he  was  rcjeded.     Now,  with 
a  precedent  fo  (tridtly  in  point,  when  they  law  the  Lord  Chief  Juftice 
Clerk  repel  the  objoStion,  as  it  would  g^  fo.  far  as  to  exclude  every 
inm  who  has  taken  the  oaths  to  Goivemment»  good  God  !   wha^ 
xnuft  be  the  feelings  of  mankind,  on  fedng  'lb  little  regard  paid  to 
the  decency  of  juftjce,  and  the  fate  of  a  fellow  creature !  The  men 
who  bad  declared  Mr.  Muir  to  be  fisditious,  and  who  had  aified  h 
far  againft  him  as  to  exclude  him  a  fociety,  were  yet  held  lo  be  £ur 
jurors !  The  treatment  in  regard  to  the  witnelBTes  was  equally  hofiile 
to  all  juftice.     John  Ruflfell,  a  witnefs  for  the  defendant,  was  feo- 
tfcnced  to  three  weeks  of  imprifonment,  bccaufe  at  the  very  com- 
mencement of  his  examination,  he  had  not  been  able  to  mendofi 
the  names  of  the  perfons  who  had  fpoken  to  htm  on  the  fubjeA  of 
the  trial ! 

Mr.  Adam  fhcwed  the  legal  diftinSion  between  the  credibility  of 
a  witnefs  and  his  competency.  The  Court  had  no  ri^t  to  with- 
hold the  evidence  of  a  witnefs  who  was  competent*  on  account  of  pre- 
varication ;  they  ought  to  (end  it  to  the  jury,  who  are  to  judge  of  the 
cnedit  that  is  due  to  it ;  but  here  they  chc^e  to  deprive  thepiiibner 
of  the  evidence  of  Eis  wimeis  altogether.  Another  witnds,  William 
Muir,  who,  from  motives  of  confdence,  hefitated  at  taking  an 
oath,  was  ordered  to  be  imprifoned  for  evicr !  It  was  monftious ! 
It  was  impoflrd)le  to  fpeak  q(  fuch  an  ad  without  horiDr.  -  Now, 
after  this  fort  of  trial,  they  were  tp  oonfider  the  moft  maeerial  paiitof 
the  whole  proceeding,  the  difcretion  of  the  Court  in  the  faitence 
which  they  paffed  on  the  prifoncr.  It  was  with  the  utoxxft  idufi* 
ancc  tliat  he  came  toa^tate  die  conduSdf  a  Court  of  Juflke  ia  that 
Aflembly ;  he  felt  the  delicacy  and  the  di^iculty  of  the  fidijed  ;  and 
he  wifliMl  that  the  Hcaifc  had  gmotod,  what,  inhis  opinioiij  oofjoi 
yettobedone,  the  right  of  appeal,  foastoitfitigthofequefiiDnsfer- 
ward  in  a  4iifieicmihape.    McJiad  \xhK  aa^hiOf 
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ng  forth  any  doubt  on  the  fubjetSl  of  their  conduft,  bccaufe  he 
rhoog^t  it  right  that  the  queftion  (hould  be  examined  to  the  bottom, 
and  tliat  before  a  doubt  was  hazarded,  gentlemen  (hould  be  made 
aeqvukinted  with  all  the  fafts  upon  which  it  arofe.     Now  that  he 
htaui  examined  the  whole  proceeding,  with  the  mod  anxious  and  at- 
tentive mind,  he  muft  gravely  declare,  that  he  did  doubt  and  qucf- 
non  the  foundncfs  of  their  difcretibn,  in  tlic  fentencc  which  they  had 
paiXed.      What  was  the  crime  ?     Mifdemeanor.     What  was  the 
puniihment?  Tranfportationj  the  moft  aggravated  and  moft  afflift- 
ing  that  it  could  be.     Let  gentlemen  confader  what  would  have  been 
tlie  punt(hment  pafled  in  this  country,  on  a  (imi]ar  offence  t  What 
'^^ould  have  been  the  punifhment  of  Mr.  Paine  himfelf  ?  He  might 
certainly  fay  that  it  would  have  been  no  more  than  fine  and  im- 
ptiibnment ;  for  though  the  pillory  had  been  ordered  in  feveral  cafes, 
it  had  not  lately  been  executed  in  one.     Such  would  have  been  the 
punilhment  in  England.     But  in  Scotland  they  fentenced  them  to 
the  moft  (hocking  fpecies  of  tranfportation.     Tranfportation,  not  to 
America,  not  to  a  cultivated  Society,  to  an  eafy  mailer,  and  to  kind 
treatment,  but  to  an  inhofpitable  defert  at  the  extremity  of  the 
eatth,  condemned  to  live  with  rufHans,  whom  the  gibbit  only  had 
fpared,  and  under  a  fyftcm  of  defpotifm  rendered  neceffary  for  die 
government  of  fuch  a  tribe!  He  illuftrated  the  horrors  of  fuch  a 
puniihment  by  a  beautiful  pafTage  from  the  philofophical  Gibboji, 
and  (aid,  that  though  punifhmcnt  ought  not  to  be  different  for  dif- 
ferent daifes  of  men, '  yet  as  the  object  of  punifhment  was  the  pre- 
vention of  crime,  they  furelyought  to  take  care  not  to  wound  the 
feelif^  of  mankind  by  exerting  the  utmoft  grafp  of  difcretlon  tu 
more  than  it  could  readi>  or  more  than  it  could  hold.     The  mind 
of  man,  (huddering  at  a  difprq>ortionate  fentence,  could  feel  no 
tefped  for  the  adminiftration  of  judice  fo  flraincd,  and  the  hand  of 
authority  was  therefore  weakened  and  palficd  by  the  ad.     In  the 
exerctfe  of  found  difcretion  it  was  natural  to  think  that  the  court 
would  have  lodced  for  the  guides  the  moil  congenial  to  the  fcelir^s 
of  the  countiy.     An  article  in  the  union  (hould  have  guided  their 
^difcretion :  the  pradice  of  England  (hould  have  guided  thcnr  difcre- 
tion :  unlets  it  was  meant  that  their  authority  was  to  be  thc^  ftalking 
horfe  for  extending  the  fame  fort  of  feverity  to  England.     They 
ihoukl  have  remembered  that  as  the  two  countries  were  bound  to 
getber  by  political  and  moral  ties,  that  their  allegiance  was  the  fame^ 
tiieir  duties  the  datme.     They  (hould  Have  taken  care  tliat  a  punifh- 
ment fo  outrageoufly  difierent  from  that  of  the  one  country,  (hould 
not  have  been  foffered  in  the  odien     It  was  neceffary  even  to  the 
iafiety  of-Eijgland  that  thi^  (hould  be  done.     Even  in  tiie  moft  vio- 
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lent  cafe  tfiat  England  exhibited,  that  of  Bifliop  Atterbuiy, 
milder  adminiftration  of  juftice  thought  only  of  an  adl  of  pains 
penalties.     But  inftead  of  this,  they  had  had  rccourfc  to  the  dcfpof- 
ifm  of  the  Romans,  when  the  Romans  had  funk  under  the  tyranny 
of  one  man.     It  was  with  horror  that  he  faw  them  referring  to  the 
praftice  of  the  Roman  law,  under  Nero  and  Domitian,  inflead  of 
the  mild  praftice  of  the  neighbouring  country.     One  of  the  Judgrs 
had  quoted  the  do£h:ine  from  the  Roman  law,  and  he  took  it   for 
granted  that  the  Latin  quotation  was  correct,  as  the  writer  of  the 
pamphlet  woidd  hardly  have  known  it.    He  faid  that  by  the  Rocnan 
law,   "  Azores  feditionis  et  tumult  us  ^  populo  cfmcitato^  pro  quaiitate 
**  dignitatis^  aut  infuream  tolluntury  aut  beftiis  objiciuntur  out  in  in^- 
**  fulam  diportantur,'*    "  We  have  chofen,"  fay^  the  learned  Judjgie, 
'*  the  mildeft  of  thefe  punifliments."     Having  gone  thxoi:^  the 
cafe,  Mr.  Adam  made  a  (hort,  but  warm  and  elegant  conclufion, 
on  the  motives  that  had  induced  him  to  bring  forward  the  bufinefs. 
He  had  not  done  it  from  motives  of  profeflional  intercft ;  he  had  no 
perfonal  knowledge  of  the  fufFercrs ;  not  from  perfonal  prejudice  to 
the  Judges,  for  heirefpedbd  their  characters;  not  from  his  love  of 
Paine's  principles,  for  he  had  frankly  declared  his  opinion  of  them; 
but  becaufe  he  confidered  the  diftribution  of  criminal  juitice  as  the 
beft  defSnce  of  public  liberty:  he  did  it  to  &ve  the  nation  finom  tlv 
dilgrace  and  mifchief  of  individual  oppreffion,  and  becaufe  he  be- 
lieved that  the  perverfion  of  criminal  jurifprudence  was  likely  to  be 
the  forerunner  of  anarchy  on  the  one  fide,  or  of  defpotifm  on  the 
other.     Feeling  for  the  honour  of  the  country,  for  the  purity  of  cri- 
minal jurifprudence,  for  the  fafety  of  the  Britifh  Conftitution,  he 
had  thought  it  fit  to  bring  before  the  Houfe  a  proceeding  which  had 
wounded  and  tortured  the  feelings  of  confiderate  men ;  and  he  pro- 
pofed  to  corredl  the  dangerous  tendency  of  this  proceeding  by  the 
mod  refpci^ful  meai;s ;  it  was  a  becoming  privilege  in  the  Houfe  to 
petition  the  Crown  to  exercife  the  mod  divine  of  its  prerogatives, 
that  of  mercy,  which  bleflfes  him  that  gives  as  well  as  him  that  afks, 
and  by  thus  procuring  feafonable  redrefs,  to  quiet  the  minds  of  die 
people,  and  to  preferve  facred  and  inviolate  the  beauty  of  that  Con- 
ftitution  which  he  hoped  would  defcend  unimpaired  to.  the  lateft 
pofterity.     He  concluded  therefore  with  moving. 

That  there  be  laid  before  this  Houfe,  a  copy  of  fuch  parts  of  the  boob 
of  Adjournal  or  Criminal  Records  of  the  Court  of  Judiciary  in  Scotland, 
as  contain  the  libel  or  indictment,  the  verdiCl,  and  judgement,  in  the 
cafe  of  Thomas  Muir,  Efq.  younger,  of  Hunterfhitl,  who  was  tried  be- 
fore the  Court  of  JufUciary  at  Edinburgh,  on  the  30th  and  31ft  days  of 
Auguft,  1793. 

The  Houfe  divided  j    Ayes,  3  2  ;  Noes,  171. 
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Mr-  Adam  thin  made  the  following  modons^  all  of  which  were 
icgativcd  without  a  divilion  : 

Xhat  there  be  laid  before  this  Houfe,  any  minutes  containing  the  ob^ 

cations  made  by  the  faid  Thomas  Mifir  to  the  jury,  or  any  of  the  jurors, 

ippointcd  to  be  the  jury  to  try  the  faid  Thomas  Muir  on  the  30th  and 

3itl  o#  AuguiV,  17939  and  the  judgement  or  decifion  of  the  Court  on  fuch 

Ejections. 

T'har  there  be  laid  before  this  Houfe,  the  warrant  or  other  inftrumenf 
of  comiTiitment  to  prifon,  whereby  one  William  Muir,  a  witnefs  called 
b}-  the  profecutor  m  the  faid  proiecution,  was  committed  to  prifon,  or 
any  minute  whereby  the  caufe  and  term  of  his  commitment  to  prifon  ap« 
pears. 

That  there  be  laid  before  this  Houfe^  the  warrant  or  other  inftruraent 
of  commitment  to  prifon,  whereby  one  John  Rulfell,  a  witnefs  called 
upon  the  part  of  the  pannel  (i.  e.  the  defendant)  Thomas  Muir  in  the  faid 
profecution,  was  committed  to  prifon,  or  any  minute  whereby  the  cauiff 
or  term  of  his  commitment  to  prifon  appears. 

That  there  be  laid  before  this  Houfe,  any  record  or  minute,' whereby 
the  evidence  for  or  -againft  the  faid  Thomas  Muir  was  admitted  or  rejedto 
ed,  and  the  |;round8  or  reafons  of  fuch  admiffioQ  or  rejedHon  by  the 
Court  of  Judiciary. 

That  an  humble  addrefs  be  prefented  to  His  Majefty,  humbly  to  exf 
prefs  to  His  Maiefly  the  peculiar  fatisfadion  with  which  His  Majefty's 
fnthful  Commons  have  always  contemplated  that  fecurity  which  Hij 
Ivlajeily's  fubjedts  poflefs  of  applying,  in  the  laftrefort,  to  His  Majefly't 
juirice  and  mercy* 

His  Majeily's  faithful  Commons  beg  leave  to  reprefent  to  HisMajedy, 
that  his  Royal  clemency  is  called  forth  and  exerciied,  with  peculiar  pro- 
priety, in  cafes  where  there  may  be  juft  reafon  to  doubt  either  the  uridl 
legality  or  the  found  difcretion  which  (liould  always  di^te  the  fcntence 
o^  a  Court  o{  Judice, 

Th:it  if,  within  the  limits  of  Britifh  jurifdidtipn,  fuch  a  cafe  fliallhavo 
arifen.  His  Majcdy's  faithful  Commons  think  it  their  bvounden  duty 
humbly  to  call  Ifis  Majedy's  Royal  attention  and  cqnfideration  to  it, 
that  Hi^  Maje dy  may,  with  that  benignity  which  didinguifhes  his  chah 
racier,  extend  his  mercy  and  judice  to  thofe  who  fuder  under  it, 

His  Majedy 's  faithful  Commons,  deeply  imprefled  with  thefe  confide- 
rations,  beg  leave  humblly  to  reprefent  to  His  Majedy,  that,  on  the  30th 
and  31ft  ofAugud,  17939  Thomas  Muir,  £fq.,  by  the  dedgnation  of 
Thomas  Muir,  Eibuire,  younger,  of  HunterAiill,  was  tried  before  the 
High  Court  of  Judiciary  at  Edinburgh,  for  Certain  crimes  and  odences, 
correfponding  to  thofe  crimes  and  offences  which,  by  the  law  of  England, 
are  denominated  mifdcmeanors :  That  the  faid  Thomas  Muir,  being  found 
guilty  by  the  verdi£t  of  a  jury,  was  fentencud  and  adjudged  by  the  Court 
to  be  tranfported  beyond  feas  for  the  term  of  fourteen  years,  and  to  fuf* 
fer  death,  as  in  cafes  of  felony,  without  benefit  of  clergy,  if  he  ihould 
be  found  at  large  in  Great  Britain  within  the  faid  term. 

His  Majedy 's  faithful  Commons  beg  leave  farther  to  reprefent  to  His 
Majedy,  that  the  profecution  again  d  the  faid  Thomas  Muir  did  originate 
in  the  Lid  High  Court  of  Judfciary^  which  is  the  highed  Court  of  Cri- 
minal Judicature  in  that  patt  of  Great  Britain  called  Scotland ;  and  they 
be^  leave  farther  humbly  to  reprefent,  that  it  has  been  determined  by 
the  Houfe  of  Lords,  in  its  judicial  capacity,  that  there  cai|  be  po  reri^nifA 
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\y  any  fuperior  Tribunal|  of  the  judgements  or.fentences  of  tbe  laid 

That  His  Majcfly's  faithful  Commons,  halving  taken  the  circumflaiicrs 
here  fct  forth,  and  the  cafe  of  the  faid  Thomas  Muir,  into  their  mofl 
ferious  confideration,  beg  leave  humbly ,  but  carneftly,  to  rcprcicDf  to 
tiis  Majefiy,  that  great  and  ferious  doubts  have  been  excited,  bv  tbe 
proceedings  and  fentencc  in  the  faid  caufe,  touching  the  legality  d  the 
iaiiK,  and  that  fuch  doubts  have  extended  ihemleWes,  and  do  itill  e^ift, 
in  the  rmpds  of  His  Majefty's  faithful  Commons.     That  the  crime  ft>T 
\thich  the  faid  Thomas  Muir  was  indicted,  and  of  which   he  is  found 
gulltv,  is  a  crime  known  in  the  law  of  Scotland  under  the  appellation  of 
jUf  abng-m^king,  ^vhicb  crime  of  leaiing-making  is  defined  and  underflocd, 
in  the  law  of  that  country,  to  be,  uttering  words,  or  publifliing  mancr, 
tending  to  breed  difcord  between  the  King  and  his  people.     Thar,  by  a 
flritute  paflcdinthe  Parliamentof  Scotland  in  the  4th  year  of  the  rci^ja 
of  Qjeen  Anne^  entitled,  '*  An  ad  anent  (concerning)  Leaflngrinaking 
and  blanders,''  it  is  ena6ted»    *.*  That  whereas  the   crimes  therein  inco- 
*'  tioned"  [meaning  the  crimes  mentioned  in  certain  recited  a£>s  of  P^r- 
liimcnt  againil  Leafing-making]  ^*  are  made  capita^  and  puni(hable  by 
^*  death   and  conBfcation,  and  thaf  the  faid  laus  have  been   liable  to 
*^  llretchcs,  and  that,  in  rcfpedt  of  the  generality,  and  the  various  coo? 
*'  flruc^ions  ^hich  the  fame  may  admit,  they  may  be,  as  to  the  aforclzid 
••  c<ipiul  puniflimenr,  of  dangerous  confcquence  ;  doth  therefore,  with 
*<  advice  and  confcnt  of  the  eflates  of  Parliament,  abrogate  and  ann*'>li 
"  in  all  time  coming,  the  forefaid  fanituon  and  pain  of  death  and  con- 
'.^  iifcation  contained  in  the  faid  a£t ;    and  ilatutes  and  ordainsj  that  the 
f*  punifliment  of  the  crimts  therein  mentioned  ihall,  for  hereafter,  only 
**  be  arbitrary^,  according  to  the  demerit  of  the  tranfgreflbr,  that  is  by 
*'  fining,  impinfonment,  or  banifliment ;  if  the  party  offender  be  poor. 
**  and  not  able  to  pay  a  fine,  thep  to  be  punifhca  in  his  body,  life  and 
•'  limb  always  prcfcrved," 

Yet  the  faid  Court,  in  rcfpe6^  of  the  verdict  againfl  the  faid  Thoinai 
Muir,  ordered  and  adjudged,  M  The  faid  Thomas  Muir  to  be  rrwnfportrd 
**  bevond  fcas,  to  fuch  place  as  His  Majelly,  with  the  advice- of  bli 
**  Privy  Council,  fhall  declare  and  appoint,  and  that  for  tbe  fp^ce  d 
<*  fourteen  years  from  that  date  ;  witn  certification  to  him,  if,  s^gi  be* 
**  ing  tranfported,  he  (liall  return  to,  and  be  found  at  large  wirUP|  ity 

V  part  of  Great  Britain,  during  the  faid  fourteen  years,-  without  ^e 
**  lawful  caufe,  and  be  thereof  lawfully  convi£led,  he  (h«U  fv^de^tb, 

V  as  in  cafes  of  felony,  without  benefit  of  clprgy,  by  the  law  of  £i^- 
•*  hpd."  . 

His  Majefty**  faithful  Commoni  beg  leave  humbly  to  reprefenr.  That 
the  punifhrpent  inflicted  by  the  faid  ientence  on  the  faid  Thomas  Muir, 
feems  to  them  greatly  to  exceed^  in  feverity,  that  which  is  appropriated 
to  his  ofiimce  b^  the  above-n^^otipned  fiatute  of  Qyeen  Anne,  in  as  much 
SIS  the  fentcnce  mfli(H$  the  punifhment  of  tranfponation,  and  that  for « 
period  of  fourteen  yearf,  wi^h  cenificatibn  of  death  if  he  returns ;  while 
the  ftatute  annuls  the  pain  of  death,  and  fublVttutes  that  of  fining,  impri- 
lonment,  of  banifhment,  under  which  term  of  baoiihment,  a  fentencc  of 
tranfportatiOn  cannot  be  lawfully  ipcfuded. 

His  Majefty's  faithful  Commons  beg  leave  farther  humbly  to  reprefeBr^ 
that,  mat  public  mifchief  and  private  oppreflk)n  beipg  the  necefliiryre- 
fuU  of  all  fuch  flretchea  of  penal  law,  it  became  the  duty  of  His  MtjcM 
faithful  Commons  humbly  to  reprefpnt  the  fame  to  Hit  Ma^Uy,  tbat^ 
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» 

Sfajelhr  may.  In  his  wifJom  and  jufiice,  avert  the  JtviU  likely  to  arifa 
therefrom. 

His  Majcfty's  faithful  Commons  beg  leave  iarthf r  humbly  to  entreat 
His  Majetfy  to  extend  his  Royal  clemency  to  the  faid  Thomas  Mu'r,  ia 
as  far  as  it  can  be  made  to  appear  that  a  greater  latitude  of  proofwas  ad* 
mitted  agHind  the  fatd  Thomas  Muir,  under  the  general  allegation  of  hia 
being  guilty  of  art.and  part  (by  which  is  meant,  guilty  as  acceifary  to  the 
irrimes  charged]  than  is  warranted  under  the  operation  of  the  ftatuteof 
the  Parliament  of  Scotland,  in  the  year  x  {92.  eniitlcd,  **  An  a^  concern* 
**  ing  the  Relevancie  of  L,ihclles  m  Cafes  criminal,"  or  can  be  jaflified 
lyxmtlDy  found  principle  of  jurifprudence« 

His  Majefty's  faithful  Commons  beg  leave  farther  humbly  to  befeech 
H^Majcuy  to  extend  his  Royal  clemency  to  the  faid  Thomas  Muir,  in  as 
far  as  it  cs^n  br  made  to  appear  that  there  were  grounds  of  challenge,  which 
may  be  deemed  legal,  propofed  to  all  or  fome  of  the  jurors  nominated 
and  appointed  to  try  the  faid  Thomas  Muir«  which  grounds  of  challenge 
Were  over- ruled  bv  the  faid  Court  of  Judiciary. 

His  Majcfty's  faithful  Commons  beg  leave  farther  humbly  to  entreat 
His  Majeity  tocztci>d  his  Royal  clemency  to  the  faid  Thomas  Muir,  in 
as  much  as  it  pan  be  made  to  appear,  that  a  perfonof  the  name  of  William 
Muir,  a  wirnefs  fummoncd  for  the  profecution,  .was  committed  to  gaol 
for  having  rcfu fed,  upon  a  confcientious  and  religious  fcruple,  to  take 
|he  oath  ;  and  was  told  by  the  profecutor,  a:  well  as  by  the  Court,  that 
perpetual  impi  ifoninent  mud  be  the  confequence^  if  he  ihould  perfevero 
10  bis  objt'iSiion. 

His  Majcily's  faithful  Commons  beg  leave  farther  humbly  to  entreat 
{lis  Majefly  to  extend  his  Royal  clemency  to  the  faid  Thomas  Muir,  in 
as  much  as  it  ^qn  be  made  to  appear,  that  a  perfon  of  the  name  of  John 
Ruflell,  a  witnefs  called  by  the  faid  Thomas  Muir  in  his  defence,  was 
^mmitted  for  fuppofed  prevarication,  in  putting  to  him  the  queftions 
ufually  put  ^o  witneOes  in  Scotland  previous  to  their  being  examined,  and 
the  poffiblc  benefit  of  his  evideQce  refufed  to  the  faid  Thomas  Muir,  by 
jiot  f  ubfnitting  it  to  the  confideration  of  the  jury,  «  ho  arc  alone  compe** 
tent  to  }c.4ge  of  the  credibility  of  witnefTes,  and  referving  to  the  co  ?.lu- 
.  iloa  of  his  examination  any  punifliment  or  apimadver£on  that  his  conduct 
gr  demeanor  as  ^  wirpefs  might  deferve. 

And  His  Majcfly's  faithful  Commons  beg  leave  farther  humbly  to  re* 
pre&nt  to  His^ylajefly,  thi  .t,  independent  of  the  preceding  confiderations* 
there  are  ilrong  reafons  to  induce  His  Majcfly.  to  extend  his  Royal  cle^ 
ipeocy  tqthe  faid  Thomas  Muir;  becaufe,  even  if, the  law  of  Scotland 
ire^ed  the  Judges  with  the  difcretion  of  palling  the  j  lodgement  which  they 
b^e  pronounced,  that  judgement  feems  to  His  Majefty's  faithful  Com-i 
Skops,  upon  a  due  confideration  and  comparifon  of  limilar  cafes,  to  ex- 
feed  the  bpands  of  that  found  difcretion  which  all  Courts  of  Juflice  ought 
$0  exercife  itidifcharg^  of  that  mod  important  part  of  their  duty,  the  in- 

iWGdon  of  arbitrary  piinifhments  ;  in  as  much  as  the  puniftimentof  tran<« 
jportation  for  fourteen  years,  with  certificatipn  of  death  if  the  pany  diould 
iptxarnt  appear^  to  be  greatly  difproportioned  to  the  offence,  which 
amountf  obly  to  a  mifdeme^nor,  and  is  greatly  aggravated  by  the  humi- 
liating circumftances  attending  the  tranfportation  to  th&.place  to  which 
f  he  faid  Thomas  Muir  is  to  be  fent,  and  the  mifery  with  which  his  red- 
^nce  there  mud  be  attended. 

His  Majedy's  faithful  Commons  beg  leave  humbly  to  repreient  to  His 
Iflajedyi  that  the  law  of  E.^^l^pd  ^dnoitf  of  no  fuch  puDif^ment  as  tra^f*. 
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fortntfon  for  fuch  an  offence ,  the  ordinary  puoiihmcnt  of  which  is  fine 
e«  imprifonment ;  and  that  it  may  be  attended  with  very  pernicious  con* 
frquences  to  have  one  meafure  of  punifliment  for  crimes  agaiofl  the 
State  or  Government  in  one  part  of  the  iiland,  and  another  in  the  other, 
whiid  the  fame  executive  and  Icgiilative  Government  extemi  equally  Ci> 
Iwrh  f  and  His  M.ijefty^  faithful  Commons  beg  leave  humbly  to  rej»rc- 
lenr,  that,  in  the  conlideration  of  the  punifliment  of  fuch  crimes,  the 
■reafure  of  punifliment  in  £ngland  might  have  formed  a  found  and  un- 
erring guide  fvr  the  decilion  of  the  Court  of  Jurti<;iary  in  the  exercifc  of 
their  d  tic  ret  ion. 

That  His  Maje(}y%  faithful  Commons,  und^r  the  circttmilancet  bcre 
ffprefented,  have  rccourfc  to  the  royal  lenity  to  fccure  efficacy  to  the 
law  of  England,  and  to  mirigare  the  fcverity  of  that  of  Scotland. 

Under  thefc  imprcliions,  His  Male  fly  *s  fiiithful  Commons  do  mof^ 
camefly  implore  His  Majefly  to  take  into  his  royal  deliberation  the 
▼ariotrs  reprefentations  herein  humbly  fet  forth  ;  and,  in  coniiderstioo 
ffccreof,  gracioufly  to  cxcrcife  his  royal  mercy  towards  the  faid  Thomas 
IHuir,  by  relieving  him  from  the  fcverity  oi  the  feutence  under  which 
]^  now  Ubuurs. 

That  there  be  laid  before  t  ?  Houfe,  a  copy  of  fuch  part  of  the  books 
of  Adjournal  or  Criminal  Ret  rds  of  the  Circuit  Court  of  I'cnh,  in 
Scotland,  as  contain  the  libbl  or .  diftraent,  the  verdidl,  and  judgement, 
in  the  cafe  of  the  Reverend  Thomas  Fyfhe  Palmer,  who  wa»  tried  before 
the  faid  Circuit  Court  of  Perth,  on  the  12th  and  i3Xh  days  of  September, 

»793-  .         .  ^ 

That  an  humble  addrefs  be  prefentcd  to  His  Majeily,  humbly  to  cx- 

prcfs  to  tiis  Majeily  the  peculiar  fatisfa6tion  with  which  His  Majclly's 

faithful  Commons  have  always  contemplated  that  fccurity  which  His 

Malel^y's  fubjecfls  poiTcfs  of  applying,  in  the  lafi  reforl,  to  His  Majcfly*s 

juftice  and  mercy. 

His  Majrfty*8  faithful  Commons  beg  leave  to  rcprefent  to  His  Ma- 
jefly,  that  hrs  royal  clemency  ib  called  forth  and  exerciled,  with  peculiar 
propriety,  in  cafes  where  there  may  be  jufl  reafon  to  doubt  cither  the 
itri(^r  lei^ality  or  the  found  difcretion  which  Should  always  di£tiite  the 
Jentencc  of  a  coirrt  of  juftice. 

That  if,  within  the  limits  of  Britifli  jurifdi£tion,  fuch  a  ^fc  fljall  have 
aril'en,  Hrs  MajeHy's  faithful  Commons  think  it  their  boundcn  du^y 
liumbly  to  call  His  Majefty's  iioyal  attention  :  s.d  coufidpraxion  to  it,  that 
His  Majeily  may,  w»th  that  benignity  which  diflinguilhes  bis  charadlcr^ 
extend  his  mercy  and  juftice  to  thofc  who  fufl'er  under  it. 

His  Majeily 's  faithful  Commons,  deeply  imprefled  with  thefe  confide- 
rations,  beg  leave  humbly  to  reprefent  to  His  Majefty,  that,  on  the  lath 
and  13th  of  September,  1793,  ?he  Reverend  Thomas  Fylhe  Palmer  was 
f  rrcd,  before  the  Circuit  Court  at  Perth,  for  certain  crimes  and  oflfences,r 
correfponding  to  thofe  crimes  and  offences  which,  by  the -law  of  Eng-' 
land,  are  denominrited  mifdemeanors :  That  the  laid  Thomas  F^fbo 
Palmer,  being  found  uuilty  by  the  verdi<ft  of  a  Jury,  was  fentenced 
snd  adjudged,  by  the  Court,  to  be  tranfported  beyond  feat  for  the  term 
of  fourteen  years,  and  to  fuffer  death,  as  in  cafes  of  felony,  without  be- 
irefit  of  clergy,  if  he  fliould  be  fouiid  a(  Large  in  Great  Britain  within 
the  faid  term. 

His  Majefly's  faithful  Comnrans  beg  leave  farther  to  reprefent  to  His 
Majcfly,  that  the  profecution  againfl  Thoma?  Fvfhe  Palmer  did  originate 
in  the  faid  Circuit  Court  of  fufticiary,  \  •  ich  is  a  fupremc  Court  of 
Crimmal  Judicature  in  that  part  of  Great  Britom  called  Scotland  i  and 
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eJiey  be^  leave  fartlijr  humbly  to  reprefent,  that  it  has  been  determlnodL 
by  the  Houfe  of  Lords,  in  its  judicial  capacity,  that  there  can  be  no  w- 
vie^v,  by  any  fopcrior  tribunal,  of  the  judgements  or  fentencca  of  che 
iViid  Court. 

That  His  Majcfty's  faithful  Commons,  havino^  taken  the  circumilanrei 
licrc  fct  forth,  and  the  cafe  of  the  faid  Thomas  Fyflie  Palmer,  into  their 
moil  ferious  con lidc ration,  beg  leave  humbly,  but  earnclily,  to  rcprcleot 
to  His  Majelly,  that  great  and  ferious  doubts  have  been  «xcitcd  by  xhc 
proceedings  and  fentence  in  the  faid  caufe,  touching  the  legality  of  the 
iamc,  and  that  fuch  doubts  have  extended  thenifelves,  and  do  ilill  exili, 
in  the  minds  of  His  Mai^^v's  faithful  Commons.     That  the  crime  tbr 
ivhich  the  faid  Thomas  Fyfhe  Palmer  was  indi^led,  and  of  which  he  was 
fouiul  guilty,  is  a  crime  known  in  the  la>v  of  Scotland  under  the  appel- 
lation of  Leaiing-making,  which  crime  of  Lealing^making  is  defined  and 
underfloodyin  the  law  of  that  country,  to  be,  uttering  words,  or  publiihiaj 
niaKer,  tending  to  breed  difcord  between  the  King  aud  his  people :  Thac« 
by  a  ftatute  paffed  in  the  Parliament  of  Scotland  in  the  4th  year  of  the 
reign  of  Queen  Anne,  intituled,  "  An  A<ft  anent  (concerning)  Leafrag- 
**  making  and  Slanders,"   it  is  enacted,  "  That  whereas  the  ciim«i 
*•  therein  mentioned"  [meaning  the  crimes  mentioned  in  certain  recited 
stEts  of  Parliament  againll  Leafing-making]  -**  are  made  capital,  and  pu« 
**  nitbable  by  death  aud  coniifcation,  and  that  the  faid  laws  have  been 
•*  liable  to  ftretches,  and  that,  in  refpc6i  of  the  generality,  and  the  v»- 
**  riooft  conftru£tions  which  the  ^ame  may  admit,  they  may  be,  as  i» 
**  the  aforefaid  capital  punifliment,  of  dangerous  confequence ;  doth 
**  therefore,  with  the  advice  and  confent  of  the  Eflates  of  Parliament, 
**  abrogate  and  annul,  in  all  time  coming,  the  aforefaid  fanc^ion  and 
*'  pain  of  death  and  confifcation  contained  in  the  faid  z^z  and  (latutes, 
**  and  ordains,  that  the  punilhment  of  the  crimes  therein  mentioned 
**  lliall,  for  hereafter,  only  be  arbitrary,  according  to  the  demerit  of 
*'  the  traafgreflbr,  that  is,  by  fining,  imprifonmcnt,  or  banilliroeut ;  if 
*^  the  party  offender  be  poor,  and  not  ;ible  to  pay  a  fine,  then  to  be 
•*  puntfhed  in  his  body,  life  and  limb  always  preferved." 

Yet  the  faid  court,  in  refpeift  to  the  verdicl^t  againft  the  faid  Thomas 
Fyftic  Palmer,  ordered  and  adjudged,  **  The  faid  Thomas- Fyflie  Palmer 
*•  be  tranfported  bpyond  feas,  to  fuch  place  as  His  Majcfly,  with  tbe 
•*  advice  of  his  Privy  Council,  Ihall  declare  and  appoint,  and  that  for 
"  the  fpace  of  feven  years  from  that  date ;  with  certification  to  him, 
**  if,  alter  being  tranfjiorted,  he  (hall  return  to,  and  be  found  at  large 
within,  any  part  of  Great  Britain,  during  the  laid  fcven  years, 
without  fume  lawful  caufe,  and  be  thereof  lawfully  coavi(!:lcd,  he 
ihall  fufifer  death,  as  in  cafe^f  felony,  without  benefit  of  clergy,  by 
"  the  law  df  England." 

His  Majelly*8  faithful  Commons  beg  leave  humbly  to  reprefent,  that 
the  punilhmetit  infiided  by  the  faid  fentence  on  the  faid  Thomas  FyQie 
Palmer,  feems  to  them  greatly  to  exceed,  in  fevcrity,  that  which  is  ap- 
propriated to  his  offence  by  the  above-mentioned  (latute  of  Queen  Anne, 
inai'much  as  the  fentence  infii£b  the  puniiliment  of  tranfportation,  and 
that  for  a  period  of  feven  years,  with  certification  of  death  if  he  returns; 
while  the  ftacute  annuls  the  pain  of  death,  and  fubditutes  that  of  fining, 
imprifonment,  and  baniihment,  under  which  term  of  banidimcnt  a  Tea- 
teoce  of  tranfportarioa  cannot  be  lawfully  included. 

His  Majefty*s  faithful  Commons  beg  leave  farther  humbly  to  repre- 
feotf  chat  grc^l  public  tnifchief  and  private  oppreilioD  bciii^  theneccukry 
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refuh  of  all  fuch  ftretchet  of  penal  law,  it  became  the  duty  of  HisMa- 
jcft>*s  faithful  CommcmB  hUinbl^  to  rcprcfcnt  the  fame  to  His  Majeftji 
chat  His  Majefhr  may,  in  his  wifdom  and  juHice,  avert  the  eTils  likely 
to  arifc  therefrom. 

And  His  Majeily's  faithful  Commons  beg  leave  farther  humbly  to 
rcprefeot  to  His  Majclly,  that,  independent  of  the  preceding  conlidera- 
tioni  there  are  (Irong  reafons  to  induce  His  Majedy  to  extend  his  royal 
clemency  to  the  faid  Thomas  Fyflie  Palmer;  bccaufe^  even  if  the  law 
of  Scotland  vetted  thr  Judges  with  the  difcretion  of  pailiag  the  judgement 
which  they  have  pronounced,  that  Judgement  feeras  to  His  fAAyciky'i 
faithful  Commons,  upon  a  due  conuderation  lyid  comparifon  of  limilar 
cafes,  f  exceed  the  oounds  of  that  found  difcretion  which  all  courts  of 
juftice  ought  to  exercife  in  difcbarge  of  that  moft  important  part  of  their 
duty,  the  infliction  of  arbitrary  punilhment  $  in  as  much  as  the  puni(h- 
ment  of  tranfportation  for  feven  years,  with  ceniflcation  of  death  if  the 
party  ihould return,  appears  to  be  greatly  difpruportioned  to  the  offence, 
which  amounts  only  to  a  mifdemeanor,  aiid^s  greatly  aggravated  by  the 
humiliating  circumflances  attending  the  tranfportation  to  the  place  to 
which  the  laid  Thomas  Fyflie  Palmer  is  to  be  fent,  and  the  roifery  with 
which  his  refidence  there  mufl  be  attended. 

His  Maiefty's  faithful  Commons  beg  leave  humbly  to  rcprefent  to 
His  Majeuy,  that  the  law  of  England  admits  of  no  fuch  punifhment  as 
tranfportation  for  fuch  an  offence,  the  ordinary  punilhment  of  which  is 
fine  or  imprifonment ;  and  that  it  may  be  attended  with  very  pernicious 
confequences,  to  hav'*  one  mcafure  of  punifhment  for  crimes  agaioll  the 
State  or  Government  in  one  part  of  the  ifland,  and  another  in  the  other, 
whilft  the  fame  executive  and  legiflative  Government  extends  equally  to 
both  :  and  His  Majefly's  faithful  Commons  beg  leave  humbly  to  rrprr* 
fent,  that,  in  the  conHdcration  of  the  punifkment  of  fuch  crimes,  the 
meafure  of  punifhfncnt  in  England  might  have  formed  a  found  and  un- 
erring ^uide  for  the  decifion  ot  the  Court  of  Jufliciary  in  the  exercife  of 
their  difcretion. 

That  His  Majefly's  faithful  Commons,  under  the  circumflances  here 
reprefentedy  can  only  have  recourfe  to  the  royal  lenity  and  juftice  to 
fccufre  efficacy  to  the  law  of  England,  and  to  mitigate  the  feverity  of  tbt 
of  Scotland. 

Under  thefe  impreffions.  His  Majefty^s  faithful  Commons  do  iDoft 
earneftly  implore  His  Majelly  to  take  into  his  royal  deliben^tion  the  fan- 
oos  matters  herein  humbly  fet  foah  ;  and  in  confideration  thereof,  gnt* 
ciouily  to  exercife  his  royal  mercy  towards  the  faid  Thomas  Fyihc  Painter, 
by  relieving  him  from  the  feverity  of  the  fentence  under  which  be  dow 
labours. 

.The  LORD  ADVOCATE  faid,  that  he  concurred  widi  Mr. 

Adam  in  the  innportance  of  the  fubjedl  in  debate,  and  indeed  in 

almod  every  general  propofition  which  he  had  laid  down  ;  but  die 

application  of  thofe  propitioiis  to  the  piefent  cafe,  he  muft  take  the 

liberty  of  difputing.     No  man  would  reiufe  to  agree  with  the  h^ 

nourable  gentleman,  Chat  the  purity  of  the  adminiftration  of  aimi- 

nal  juAice,  was  an  objedt  of  the  mod  material  importance,  and  which; 

if  in  any  cafe  abufed,  it  was  hig^y  becoming  and  neccflaiy  for  Ae 

^oufe  to  watch  over  and  fuperintend*     But  he  trufted,  that  ibt^ 

iioondile  eeotleman  and  the  Houfc  wodd  concur  with  him  10 1^    ] 
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ing,  that  the  cbnduA  of  a  fupreme  Criminal  Court  was  not  to  be 
tMnoi^ht  into  queftion  lightly  ;  and  that  it  was  equally  eflential  to 
Ac  good  of  the  State,  and  equally  confiftent  with  the  duty  of  the 
Houfe,  to  give  Judges  their  pfotedKon  againft  unfounded  impata- 
ticxis  :  if  the  Houfc  wifhcd  thofe  Judges  to  retain  their  refpedlability 
annong  their  countrymen,  which  of  courfe  involved   their  utility. 
The  honourable  gentleman  had,  in   the  courfe  of  a  long  and  accu-« 
rate   argument,  endeavoured  to  eftablilfh  two  propofitions,  as  the 
^ound  of  the  illegality  of  the  fentences  againfl  Palmer  and  Muir. 
ift.  That  they  had  been  accufed  of  the  crime  of  fedition,  or  of 
iadls  importing  it,  which  was  a  crime  n3t  known  in  the  common 
law  of  Scotland.     Secondly^  that  from  the  (hewing  of  their  Sndift- 
ments,  they  were  guilty  of  the  crime  of  Lealing-making  only,  which 
though  known  and  defined  by  a  variety  of  ftatutes  paffed  by  the 
Scotch  Parliament,  and  had  been  by  older  (Vatutcs  ere(f^ed  into  a  ca* 
pttal  offence,  was,  by  the  adl  of  1703,  c.   5,  declared  to  be  pu- 
liiihable  only  by  fine,    imprifonment,   and  bani(hihent ;    under 
which  laft  it  was  impoflible  to  maintain  that  tranfportation  was 
meant,  or  that  the  two  terms  were  fynonymous.     It  was  almoft 
unneceflaiy  to  enter  into  the  confideration  of  the  firft  queilion — whe- 
ther the  indidments  were  properly  laid  at  the  common  |aw,  or 
whether  they  ought  to  have  been- laid  on  the  fiatutes  againfl  Leafing- 
making  ?  becaufe,  if  the  honourable  gentleman  is  right  in  this,  that 
the  indidtment  fhould  have  been  laid  againfl  Leafing-making,  it  was 
equally  in  that  event  competent  for  the  Court  to  inflidl  in  its  difcre- 
tion  the  punifliment  of  tranfportation.     When  it  became  neceflary 
for  him  to  prefer  the  indidment  againfl  Muir,  he  had  carefully 
confidered  all  the  zAs  of  the  Scotch  Parliament  relative  to  the  fub- 
je6k  ;  and  being  i^dsfied  that  the  oiFenees  imputed  to  him  did  not 
hil  under  the  defcription  flated   by  the  honourable  gentleman,  but 
did  fall  exadly  under  the  defcription  of  fedition  at  the  common  law^ 
he  had  drawn  his  indidment  accordingly,  gnd  he  found  no  rcafon 
to  change  his  opinion,  from  any  thing  he  had  yet  heard  without  or 
within  doors  on  the  fubjedt ;  and  if  he  had  been  miflaken  in  thfs 
opinion,  the  Houfe  could  not  but  be  fatisfied  that  he  aded  ia  iihout 
any  finifler  motive ;  as  he  was  confident  it  would  appear  tiat  the 
Court  was  competent  to  inflid  the  punlihment  they  did,  in  which- 
foever  manner  the  indidment  had  been  preferred. 

To  diofc  who  only  read  the  a£t  of^  1 703,  without  attending  to 
its  fpirity  or  to  the  legal  acceptation  of  the  word  '*  banifhment,'* 
it  might,  at  firft  fight,  appear  that  tranfportation  was  not  by  that  adt 
permitted.  But  the  Houfe  would  recoUed^,  that  it  was  ncidier  the 
vulgar  nor  the  legal  acceptation  of  that  term  by  the  English  law, 
..  XXXVIL  3  X 
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tMhicH  tfttjr  were  at  prefent  to  €oniider»  but  the  legal  and  tcchtnol 
ineaciing of  it  b^thrlawof  Scotland,  tavhich  the  Judges  of  that 
eountiy  or  the  F&^ufe  could  attend.     The  honourable  ^ntlcmair  had 
wetl  obfervcd„  that  the  legal  import  of  any  term  was  to  be  coUcdcd 
either' frenft  other  ftatutes,  or  froni>  the  pradice  of  the  Courts  of  Law» 
and^the  fenfe  in  which  Ft  had  been  there  uniformly  ufed.      In  that 
y'kwoifht  ca/k  he  perfedly  concurred ;  becaulcv  without  referring 
toa  variety*  of  fttatules,.  fmm  Robert  li.  to  the  Union,  one  or  twi> 
mftances  woitfd  demonftrate,  to  the  fatisfadlion  of  all  who  heard  . 
him,  that  the  term  hanijbment  included  e\iery  kind  and  fpcctcs  of 
^xile ;  diat  tranfportatibn  was  not,  as  m  England,  a  feparate  and 
ARindb  puniihmcnt,  but  a  mode  of  carrying  the  fcntencc  of  baniib* 
tnent  ixito  execution.      When  the  Scotch  Parl&imcnt  meant  to  Iiniit 
the  Court  of  Jufticiary  to  the  milder  oi  more  fevere  modes  <^  pu- 
nilhment,  they  uniformly  and  invariably  did  ib  ;  but  "vrhcn.  thef 
meant  ta  leave  free  the  dxfcretion  of  the  Court,  they  expreiTed  k 
generally^  and  thus,  the  Court,  and  every  Lawyer  in  Soodand,  had 
eoniidcrcd  it..     When  the  Scotch  Parliament  meant  to  punifti  cer- 
tain offences,  by  die  mod  lenient  modft  of  pupifhment,.  they  tock 
care  to  exprefs  that  intention-  ihclcar  and   unamb^ous  terms,  as 
had  been  done  by  the  34Jth  a£l  of  the  i  A  of  Charles  fl.  againA  clan- 
deAine  marriages ;    the  cefebiaters  of  which  were  by  that  (latutc 
**  bani(hed  ''  the  kingdom,,  never  to  Tctum  thereinv  under  patn  of 
death.     In  the  laft  Parliament  of  William,  fcarcely  three  years,, 
before  the  a6^  in  queftion,  certain^  punishments  were  iofliiSied  upon 
Jefuits  and  ccMKcalcd  Popifh  priefts  ;  and  the  Privy  Council  was  ap- 
pointed (i  700,.c.  3.)  ^'  to  banijh  them  forth,  of  the  realms  under  what 
**  certification^  event  to  the  pain  of  death,  they  (hall  think  fit."     !r» 
both  thefc  inftances>.  tRe  power  of  infliding  the 'more  fcvcre  fpecics 
ef  bani<hment  was  Hot  conferred,  and  the  Court  was  reftri^ed  to  the 
fentence  of  banishment  (imply.     On  the  other  hand,  when  the  Par- 
liament meant  to.  exclude  the  kfTer,  and  to  confine  the  powers  of 
the  Courts  of  Law  to  the  higher  fpecies  of  exile,  they  took  c»e  o> 
make  life  <^  tel»n»  which,  were  equally  cicplicit ;  as,  in  die  (btute 
^hided  to  by 'the  honowabfe  and  leanied  pntleman,.  which  pafl^d 
in  tiie  year  ii>']o^  by  ivhidi,.  perfont  fefufing  to  give  evidence 
againli  deUn^nts,  woe  to  be  punUhed,.  ^  by  fining  and  doTe  im- 
pifonment,  or  hamfbmemt^  hy,  fending  them  ti  Mi  NUjtftfli  PloAa- 
iims  in  the  ln£is^  or  ilfewbere^  as  His-Majcfly's  Council  (hall  think  fit 
By  thefe  Matures  t!he  Parliament  cleaily  denoted  die  genemt  and  com- 
prdienfive  fcnfe  in  which  the  term  bani(hment  was  ufed,  and  whidi 
k  was  nece(rafy  fer  them  to  limit,  by  expcefs  declaration,  if  they  mctnt 
to  reftxasntbe  Courts  of  Law  to  one  particidac  mode  or  fpecicsi  oC 
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it.  But  when  they  meant  to  leave  to  the  Coiltt  the  ful! 
of  infiidting  any  fpecics  of  baniihment,  which  they  might  Confidcr 
as  adequate  to  the  circumflances  of  the  parAcular  .cafe  befive  them^ 
ithe  Parliament  ufed  the  term  ^'barti{hment".only;  as  in  the^e-- 
icnt  inftancc,  without  annexing  any  limitation.  A  dedii ve  example 
•to  tUuftrate  tbis^  occurs  in  the  a£l  1696,  c.  5^  agakift  fraudulent 
4>ankrupt$^  whom  the  Court  of  Seflion  was  thereby  emfxmered  to 
|)uniih  by  **  banifhment/'  or  otherwife^  (death  excepted)  as  ^Ihey 
thall  fee  caufe  ;  under  which  the  Court  had,  widiout  qneftlon,  and 
in  various  inftances^  tranfported  perfons  to  the  PlaatatSofiSy  whenever 
the  enormity  of  the  odenee  rendered  it  fleceflary*  But  in  all  thefe 
ftatutesy  whether  limiting  the  Courts  to  the  higher  or  die  lower  fpe- 
cies  of  exile,  (KU  was  the  term  *^  banilbment"  umfbrmly  adapted 
by  the  Scotch  Parliament,  as  comprdi^nding  under  it  all  the  dilSe- 
i^iit  fpecies  oC  exile,  temporary  or  perpetual,  indefinite,  or  to  a 
certain  place,  voluntary,  or  compuUbry  :  and  if  ufed  by  Parliament 
in  a  more  limited  fenfe  than  its  common  legA  aeeeptatioiii  fuch  lU^ 
mitatbns  were  uniformly  and  anxioufly  declared 

If  the  hononrable  gentleman  looked,  on  the  other  hand,  to  the 
fenfe  in  which  the  Courts  of  Law,  at  the  period  of  the  z6t  1 703, 
underftood  the  term  **  banifhment,*'  there  would  not  remain  a 
doubt  of  the  impropriety  of  the  prefent  motbn.  From  167  a,  \rtien 
the  Court  of  Judiciary  was  new  modelled  to  the  prefei^t  form,  num- 
berlcfs  cafes  had  occurred,  of  perfons  baniflied  the  kiagdcmit  and  of 
the  tranfportadon  being  defcribed  in  the  ooiKluding  part  of  tiie  feil- 
tcnce,  only  as  the  mode  of  carrying  0i!s  partieular  fentence  of  b^* 
iiilhment  into  execution.  Thefe  indances  tdniund  on  (he  reoords  of 
the  Court.  It  was  impoffible  to  opei|  tthe  book,  and  t)ot  to  fee 
Xhcro.  How,  then,  are  we  to  conclude,  |hat  if  the  Seotch  Parlia* 
mcnt  had  meant,  when  they  fubiticuted  an  arbitrary  puniihment  for 
a  capital  one,  in  the  cafe  of  Leaiing-making,  tp  iiibiUtute  die  mildes 
for  the  more  fevere  modeof  bani(hmet>t,  thatd^ywould  nothav^ 
^pxdsly  laid  fe,  as  they  had  done  three  years  before ;  feeii^,  too, 
the  daily  praAiee*  of  the  Courts  of  Privy  Council  ahid  of  JufHctaryy 
which  embraced,  under  the  term  ^^  banifhment,"  evcty  fpectes  of 
exile.  But  waving  ttie  improbsibility  of  ^  honourable  gentleman's 
argument,  let  us  attend  to  the  interpretation  of  the  teim  **  banifti* 
ipent,'*  adopted  by  tli*:  perfons  who  pafled  the  a(S  of  1 703  ;  perfoni 
not  unlikely  to  i^nderfiand  the  true  meaning  of  their  own  words.  In 
the  month  of  February,  1 7  04,  only  eight  months  after  pafling  tbc 
^Aof  1 703,*  one  Baillie  was  indi£tcd  before  the  Privy  Council,  at 
'the  fuit  of  the  Duke  of  Queenibufy  and  Marquis  of  Arundel,  for 
^e  dim?  of  Lcafihg-making-     The  Lord  Advocate,  Sir  Jip^ 
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Stewart,  the  ableft  Lawyer  of  his  age,  concurred  in  the  UK&d- 
ment  againft  Baillie,  'which  concluded  with  cxprcfsly  requiring  the 
Court  to  infliA  the  punifliment  provided  by  tfie  ftatute.      A  nume- 
rous band  of  Coubfcl  appeared  for  the  prifoner  ;  Ae  firft  charadcrs 
^f  the  time  were  oh  the  bench  ;  many  of  them  Peers  ;  feyeral  Judges 
<)f  both  the  Supreme  Courts  of  Juftice  ;  Sir  James  Stewart  was  alfo 
prefent :  every  one  of  "them  muft  have  been  Members  o£  the  Par- 
liament which  a  few  months  before  paffcd  the  aft  of  1 763.     What 
was  the  fcntence  ?  They  baniflied  Baillie  from  Scotland  for  ever,  and 
ordered  that  he  (houlci  be  detained  in  prifon  till'a  fit  opportunity  of- 
fered for  his  "  troftfportation  ;"  and  they  added,  (as  they  coriorfved 
thcmfelves  entitled  to  do,  under  the  power  of  inflifting  arbitrary  pu- 
riifhmcnt)  the  pillory,  and  other'  penalties^!     Is  it  to  be  fuppofed, 
that  the  fraihers  of  the  aft  of  1 703  would  fo  fpon  dare  to  vldiate  it 
In  fo  glaring  a  mannei* ;  or  will  it  be  faid,  that  it  is  likely  the  cftirf 
ini&uments,  as  thefe  perfons  were,  in  bringing  about  the  Revolu- 
tion, and  who,  when  they  i'ccognized  the  right  of  Qaech  Anne  fb 
thc^  throne,  had  re-publi(hed  that  year  the  Declaration  or  Griev- 
ances,' the  Claim  of  Right,  and  the  acceptance  of  William  and 
Mary,  would  themfelves  have  been  guilty  of  ah  aft  of  power,  more 
Illegal,  unjuft,  and  ''oppreflive,  than "  any  of  the  Privy  Council  of 
Charles  and  of  James,'  and  which  had  in  a  great  degree  produced 
the  extirpation  of  the  family  of  Stuart  ^^   *      ' 

He  adverted  to  the  bbjeftion^  brought  agsinft  the  proceedir^  (xi 
the  trial  of  Muir  : '  the  objeftion  to  the  jurymen,  as  members  of  ari 
Aflbciatldn  for  the  fupport  of  the  Coriftitution,  had  been  moft  juftly 
repellecl  by  the  Court.  *    The  amount  of  the  objeftion  was  ho  more 
than  this— that  any  perftm  ^ho'  was  attached  to  the  oonditution,  or 
who  differed  from  die  prifoner,  was  unfit  to  fit  on  his  jury.     With 
equal  rcafbn  might  a  traitor  objeft  to  a  jury  of  loyal  fubjefts,  as  in- 
competent and  partial^  as  having  already  prejudged  himi  in'wifliing 
Well  to  ,the  conftitution  and  their  country.     That  Flower  on  tlie 
Conflitution  was  not  intifled'  on,  and  'therefore  the  prifoner  had  no 
caufe  to  complain  ;  though  it  was  undoubted,  that  as  hie  was  charged 
in  the  indiftmerit  with*  having  uttered  fcditions  fpceches  and  ha- 
rangues, and  having  rccommendi^  feditious  books,'^any  dircumfhnce 
6f  that  natiire  might  have  been  prdved,  '   In » the  law  and  prance  of 
Scotland,  they  did  not  follow,  exaftly  as  in  England,  the  rules  and 
forms  of  pleading  ;  that  the  Judges  of  Scodand  did  not  pretend  to 
luiow  the  forms  of  Eriglifh  Courts,  nor  think  themfelvesat  libertT 
to  meddle  with  what  tliey  did  not  underftahd  ;  ^nd  he  hoped  that 
the  Houfe  would  recoUeft,  that  however  harfhly  the  ciftiduftof  Ac 
Scotch  Judges  had  been  cenfured,  it  ygVis  not  by  the  rules  <>r  piadicft 
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ef  Engiifli  laws,  but  by  thofe  of  Scotland  alone,  that  theijr  ,condu£l 
could  be  decided  upon.     With  regard  to  the  witnefs,   Ruflfcll,  who 
had  been  committed  {or  prevarication,  and  M*hofe  evidence  has  been 
rcftifed,  the  Court  was  bound  to  a3  as  they  did.     Every  witnefs  in 
Scodandy  after  being  fwori),  was  interrogated,  )n  iniiialibus^  as  it  is 
temned^  fimilar,  as  he  underdood,  to  die  V9irdire  in  England  ;  and 
jf  the  iKitnefs  could  npt  ai)fwer  (atisfadiiorily  thefe  preliminary  quef- 
tions,   he  was  rcjedcd  as  inadmiflible.     The  cutlomary  queftion 
was,   "  Had  aijy  man  inftru^ed  the  :tfritncfs  what  to  fay  r"  and  thi^ 
queftion  was  put  to  Ruifell :  he  hcfitated,  and  at  fird  declined  an- 
fwering  ;  on  being  preiTed,  he  faid  he  had  ()ee|i  told  to  tell  the  truth  \ 
on  being  aflced,  who  told  h{m  ?  he  anfwercd,   he.  could  not  recoi- 
led, though  adniitting  that  the  converfation  had  taken  place  fince 
his  citation  (fubpoena),  dated  only  four  day^  before.     The  Court 
KJedled  his  evidence,  aq<|  commictcd  him  fur  a  fhort  time.     It  was 
almoft  iinnccelTary  to  add,  that  he  was  called  to  prove  what  a  dozen 
before  him  had  proved,  and  which  the  pvofccutor  had  admitted  to 
be  pr6v<:d.     What  injury,  then,  could  the  prifoner  fudain,  by  the 
rejedting  of  Ruiirell,    had  die  Court  been  ^t  liberty,   which  they 
were  not,  to  afi  odierwifc  dian  they  did  ? 

As  to  what  had  been  faid  of  the  eycefTtve  fcverit}'  pf  the  punifh- 
ments,  and  of  the  abufe  of  the  difcrctionary  power  of  the  Court,  \r\ 
infli^fiing  them  ;  it  would  be  (uificicnt  to  fay,  that  having,  by  the 
common  aiid  flatutc  law  of  the  country,  fuch  difcretion  vefted  in 
them,  they  had,  on  a  full  conlideration  of  the  drcumftances  of  thoig 
two  cafes,  and  the  degrees  of  guilt  attending  them,  apportioned  the 
punifhmcnt  to  the  bed  of  their  judgment.  '  I'he  honourable  gentle- 
man had  talked  of  aifimilating  the  hsiw  of  Scotland  to  that  of  England, 
and  of  directing  the  attention  of  the  Scotch  Judges  to  the  mckies  ot 
punifhmcnt  infliAed  on  fimilar  offenders  in  this  country.  He  wa^ 
reai^  to  fay,  that  he  faw  no  reafon  for  this  ;  on  the  contrary^  he 
faw  many  (h-png  reaibns  for  bringii^  the  law  of  England  up  to  that 

of  Scotland.  '    '  ■' 

But  in  refpe6t  to  the  conduA  of  the  Judges  in  Scotland,  the  Houfe 
would  confider  that  they  had  followed  the  only  courfe  they  coulc) 
purfue  in  infliiSting  the  punifhment  of  tranfportation^  Was  a  pe- 
cuniary fine  a  more  adequate  punifhment  ?  A  fine,  paid  mod  pro- 
bably'by  a' more  wealthy  perfon,  fccretly  embarked  in  the  fame  cri- 
minal enterprizes.  Would  imprifonment  have  lipen  more  proper  ? 
What  would  their  prifon  have  been,  but  a  ned  of  fedition,  froip 
^'hence,  as  in  this  country,  the  offender  would  infult  the  law  which 
punidied  him,  and  laugh  at  the  inadequacy  of  the  penalty  ?  Was  \^ 
|K)C prcfciablc  to  do,  as  the  Judges  of  Scot^nd  bad,  in  obferyance  of 
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the  Ijw  of  dnt  country  done,  to  expsi  fiDoi  our  focicty,  and  to  re- 
move for  a  period  to  a. dillant  country ,  thefe  rr>en  who  hid  attempt- 
jcd  to  fhake  ^nd  to  fubvcrt  the  conftitution,  whofc  prote^on  they  no 
longer  defcrved  ?  On  thcfc  $i^ounds»  he  truftcd,  t}ic  HouTc  vould 
tc  of  opinion,  that  the  objc(^ioR  to  the  legality  of  the  fcntenccs  in 
<qi!ie(Hon9  and  to  tlie  proceedings  on  the  trials,  were  altiogetlier  u.-v 
£>uadcd  ;  that  the  condud^  of  the  Court  was  free  even  froin  fuf|i- 
cion,  and  that  they  would  negative  a  motion  unfounded  as  the 
prefent.^ 

.  Mr.  SHERIDAN  confeiTcd,  diat  he  never  felt  it  to  be  fo  utteriy 
imipofTible  tq  be  iilent  as  after  arguments  which  he  had  juft  beard 
iirom  the  Lord  Advocate  of  Scotland. 

The  learned  Lord,  not  confining  liis  obfervations  to  the  indin- 
daai  cafe  before  the  Houfe,  had  adverted  to  matters  of  the  grcateil 
moment,  to  mattery  which  impliirated  this  quedion.  Whether  the 
iaw  of  England  ought  not  to  be  afiimHated  to  that  of  Scotland  ?  In 
ihe  commencement  of  his  fpcech,  he  fccmed  to  doubt  the  competency 
pf  any  pcrfon  to  argiic  the  fubje<5t,  unlefs  his  attention  had  been  not 
o>i-y  dirc£3tcd  to  profefljonal  (ludies,  but  unlefs  he  had  fpent  hb  who^e 
Kfe  in  them ;  that  his  learned  fricnd*s  life  had  not  been  ib  fpent  was 
a  circun)ilance  of  joy  to  him,  bccaufe  he  had  not  by  fuch  means 
narrowed  his  mind. 

In  the  progrcfs  of  his  obfervations,'  the  learned  Ix»rd  has  divided 
his  countrvmen  into  two  daiks,  the  aflbciators  and  the  levellers  and 
Republicans :  he  will  not  admit  diat  there  Is  any  middle  clafs,  and 
of  confequcnce  xione  qualified  to  a6t  as  an  honeft  and  impaitial  Juiy. 
This  is  indeed  a  nielanclK)ly  reprefcntation,  and  it  is  to  be  hujwi 
that  the  country'  furnifhes  fomc  exceptions  to  this  general  dtvifion  of 
character.  There  were  fome  who  belonged  neither  to-die  one  clafs 
nor  to  the  odier,  and  who,  though  they  would  not  cundefccnd  to 
crouch  at  the  foot  of  power,  would  llill  defend  the  Conftitution  with 
unabated  adivity'and  courage.  Having  given  fuch  a  diaiader  of 
Ills  countrymen  in  Scotland,  the  Lord  Advocate  had  oonfefTcd  his 
Ignorance  of  the  law  c^  England ;  but  had  exprcfled  a  wifh  that  the 
ribufe  would  believe  him  to  be  teamed  jn  the  law  of  Scotland,  it 
|iis  ftatements  of  that  law  were  corred^,  he  had  indeed  prefcntcd  a 
pi\Sture  calc^lated  to  alarm  and  to  frighten  every  man  in  that  Ifcufe 
.  and  in  the  country.  Would  the  learned  Lord,  he  would  afk,  or 
any  other  peribn,  dare  to  attempt  the  Introdudion  of  a  bill  for  ban£> 
portir^  perfons  convided  of  libels  in  England  to  Botany  Bay?  No, 
.  he  would  not. 

In  all  the  arguments  which  the  Lord  Advocate  had  ufed,  Mr.  Sh«* 
ridan  obfervcd,  that  learned  Lord  had  gone  farther  than  the  iKCcf'* 
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fity  of  the  cafe  required.  In  his  ftatcmcnt  of  the  evidence  of  Ruffcl!^ 
he  had  mentianed>  that  that  witncfs  was  committed  bccaufc  h<5  to- 
fufcd  to  anfu'cr.  But  had  he  brought  this  refusal  within  the  point  d[ 
law  f  Somebody,  it  appeared,  had  talked  to  die  witnefs  about  his  evi- 
dence :  but  did  the  Lord  Advocate  mean  to  fav  that  talking  to  wit* 
neiles  after  their  citation  rendered  their  evi(iencc  inadmiffiblc  ?  He 
certainly  could  not  mean  to  palm  fuch  nonfcnfe  on  the  Houfe  as  Scotch 
law:   it  was  not,  he  would  aflert,  the  hw  of  Scotland. 

An  attempt  had  been  made  to  put  the  queftion  on  the  fx>ting  of 
wifhii^  to, throw  a  ffigma  on  the  Scotch  Judges.  What,  he  wouK 
a(k»  was  the  eaufc  of  the  confidence  of  the  people  in  the  Judges  of 
tfus  country.  Was  it  their  charafter  ?  No.  It  was  the  control- 
rng  power  which  the  Houfe  had  over  thofe  Judges,  and  which  was 
the  bcft  fccurity  for  the  proper  adminiftration  of  Jufticc  by  thcm- 

In  entering  into  a  hiftory  of  las  own  feelings  and  condu<ft  ^previoiH 
to  the  trial,  the  learned  Lord  had  ftated,  that  at  the  commcncemertt 
of  thcfc  tranfadicns  he  had  begun  to  ftudy  the  common  law,  and 
that  eighteen  moiulis  ago  he  had  been  obliged  to  read  laws  whk]% 
had  flept  for  near  a  century. 

A  nnorc  accurate  chanwJikr  of  the  late  trial  could  not  be  wiHicd 
tiian  this:  this  is  fo  curious  a  eircumftance,  that  if  pcrfons  were 
prelcnt  who  never  h(  «  d  of  the  recent  proceedings  in  Scotland*  tli^y 
would  fay^  What  new  crimes  have  thcfe  men  committed,  that  it  is 
ncccflary  to  go  back  100  years,  in  order  to  find  a  puni(hment  for 
thctn?  They  would  think  that  Scotland. liad  exlilbitcd  a  revival  ii 
the  golden  age  for  die  laft  cchtun^  that  no  treafom  and  no  infurrcc- 
tions  had  taken  place  within  that  peri^ni,  wlicn,  in  faft,  there  had 
been  not  only  fcdition  and  infurredions,  but  two  rebellions.     H^d 
the  learned  Lord,  during  all  that  period,  not  heard  even  of  rne  i7>li- 
tary  inftancc  ?  Had  he  not  licard  of  the  cafe  of  a  Mr.  Dan<ias,  cf 
Amiilon,  who  had  received  from  the  Duchcfs  o£  Garde n  feme 
medals  with  the  Pretaidcr's  head  on  diem,  which  he  liad  difperfed^ 
and  tiho  had  likewife  gone  fo  far  as  to  harangue  the  faculty  of  Advo- 
cates in  fax'our  of  the  Pretender  ? 

As  the  I.<7rd  Advocate  had  gone  into  the  evidence  on  the  trials^ 
it  became  fair  for  htm  to  go  into  the  accufation  againft  MeflTrs.  Muir 
and  Palmety  and  what,  he  a(ked,  was  this  accufation  ?  Mr.  Pal- 
mer had  been  accufed  of  incitir^  poor  people  to  ii^ft  on  a  Parlia- 
mentaiy  refonn.  If  the  Lord  Advocate  had  not  been  as  ignorant  of 
Engltfh  hiftory  as  of  Englifh  law,  he  would  have  found  fome  re<- 
femblance  to  Mr.  Palmer's  condu<£t ;  he  would  have  found  a  refo-^ 
ludon  figncd  Pitt  and  Richmond,  from  which  refdution  every  word 
and  icnctinent  uibd  by  Mr»  Pahncr  had  been  ftolen.  I  liave  here,  £ud 
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Mr.  Sheridan,  drawn  up  in  three  columns,  the  declarations  rf 
Mr.  Palmer,  Mr.  Pitt  arid  the  Duke  of  Richmond,  and  Mr#  Burke. 
I  will  not  detain  the  Houfe  to  read  them,  but  I  can  declare  thst 
there  is  not  one  fentimcnt,  one.  expreffion  ufed  by  Mr.  Palmer, 
which  he  has  not  borrowed  from  the  others ;  with  this  only  cfiiFcr- 
cncc,  that  they  have  gone  much  greater  lengths  and  employed  more 
forcible  language,  in  calling  the  people  to  aflcrt  their  right  of  uni- 
verfal  fufirage,  ind  to  throw  afidc  all  dependence  upon  Parliament. 
The  learned  gentleman  boafls  that,  in  conducing  Mr.  Mirr's  trial, 
the  cftablifhed  courfe  of  proceeding  was  followed.  He  foigot  how- 
ever to  ftate,  that  in  fumming  up  the  evidence,  wHlc  evciy  drcum- 
ftance  of  aggravation  was  brought  forviard,  no  notice  was  taken  of 
any  part  of  the  evidence  in  fevouf  of  the  accufed. 

The  diffindHon  between  banifhmcnt  and  tranfportation,  Mr.  She- 
ridan, according  to  his  ideas  of  the  fubjedV,  explained  in  a  very  Jif- 
fcrent  manner  from  what  had  been  advanced  by  die  Lord  Advocate; 
and  notwithllanding  his  particular'  reference  to  the  ftatute  1 686, 
Mr.  Sheridan  infifted,  that  the  two  words  were  not  of  a  fynonimous 
meaning.  The  learned  Lord  had  argued  very  curioufly  with  r^:ard 
to  Leafing-making.  He  defined  it  to  be  merely  telling  lies  or  fpeak- 
ing  a  few  idle  words;  and  yet  he  has  told  us  that  the  ad  of  1703, 
which  rendered  this  oflfence  formerly  capitn'  -  liable  only  to  an  aibi- 
ttary  punitlimcnt,  could  intend  nothing  Icfs  than  tl^nfportation,  as 
fimple  banifliment  would  have  been  much  too  light  a  punidunent. 
In  order  to  fupport  the  legality  of  the  proceedings  of  die  Court,  he 
has  ftated  a  number  of  cafes  in  which,  though  the  ftatutesonly  gave 
them  authority  to  impofe  a  fentence  of  banifhment,  they  h2ui  taken 
the  liberty  to  inflid  tranfportation :  but  the  learned  Lord,  in  the 
unbounded  triumph  of  his  fpeech,  comes  at  lad  to  what  be  thinks 
"  a  clinching  argument"  flgainft  thofe  who  appear  friendly  to  the 
motion.  He  at  once  endeavours  to  iilence  us  by  die  memorable 
cafe  of  Baillie,  in  the  year  1704,  fcveral  months  after  the  law  which 
has  this  evening  been  fo  often  mentioned  was  paflbd.  This  tnftance 
his  Lordfhip,  in  the  hey-day  of  his  declamation,  confiders  as  the 
climax  of  his  legal  authority,  which  was  to  panic-ftrike  and  confound 
all  his  opponents.  It  was  however,  very  unfortunate  for  the  Lord 
Advocate  of  Scotland,  that  of  all  cafes  which  could  be  Tcfortcd  to 
for  the  maintenance  of  an  argument,  this  was,  without  exception, 
the  worft  and  moft  odious.  And  why  compare  the  abominabie  pro- 
ceedings of  the  Privy  Council  to  thrfc  of  the  Court  of  Jttfticiary? 
Ought  a  fentence  of  that  Court,  in  point  of  infamy  not  inferior  to 
the  Star  Chamber,  to  be  deemed  a  judicial  precedent,  and  to  futnift 
an  authoiity  for  the  Court  of  JufUciary  on  the  prefent  occafion  I  Ia* 


A*  1794.  D  £  d  A  T  E  ^4        ^  ^29 

deed  in  thk  opinion  he  had  die  lugh  attthon^  of  i  ^teii  iiitwjet  in 
the  other  Houfc^  'who  had  faid  from  the  ^foolfack  laft  fHt)  \\'hen 
the  precedent  of  the  Appeal  to  the  Privy  Council^  1704,  wa^ 
ftated,  "  You  muft  not  mention  that  ?  you  ciartnot  afguc  from  it ; 
"  it  is  no  precedent."  Thty  hid  fhetrn  ihcir  <tot!tempt  for  the 
law  paiTed  only  eig^  months  before  2  they  not  only  feiitenced  Bai  lid 
to  tninfpMation»  bi^t  ordered  him  the  pilloiy  as  a  preliminary,  rni 
itdlieted  upon  him  ^e  epithet  Inf^mout^  as  a  tdlithony  of  their 
cfariftian  charity  and  benevolence.  Fof  fudb  kii  undue  exettfife  of 
power,  thcfe  men  oug^t  to  be  eteCrated  rather  then  held  up  td  ad' 
miration ;  for  in  this  inftance  there  Was  a  total  departure  front 
the  letter  of  the  law«  The  learned  Lord  indeed  j  even  in  bringing 
forward  a  precedent,  does  not  attempt  to  Jiiffify  the  feiitence ;  he  a<U 
mits  it  to  be  feVere,  and  brings  it  forward  only  to  <{ontraft  it  Ivith  the 
mcicy  of  the  prcfertt  Judges^ 

liie  queition,  however^  ought  to  ht  tbote  ihlctly  itfended  to« 
It  wasnat  a  difcuflfion  concerning  the  merits  or  dertierhs  of  the  Scotch 
Privy  Council  in  the  year  1 7  04^  but  whether  in  the  (^fes  of  Muir 
and  Palmer  there  now  appeared  fufficient  grounds  to  order  an  elca* 
mination  into  die  condudi  of  the  Court  of  JufHciary,  and^whether 
or  not  the  whole  proceedings  oi^ht  to  be  revifcd^  and>  if  neceffaryt 
amended  ?  He  hoped  that  gentlemen  would  deeply  imprefs  on  dieir 
minds  die  ferious  confequences  of  thefe  legal  decifions^  before  they 
gave  the  vote  which  they  were  that  night  called  upon  to  ^ve#  He 
lamented  the  tnodem  Scotch  explanation  of  the  word  fedition  ;  be- 
lieved that  Muif  and  Palmer  had  been  dealt  with  in  an  uncon(titu-» 
tional  manner  ;  and  thought  that  a  check  or  ^ontroul  ought  to  be 
given  to  the  arbitrary  conduct  of  the  Scotch  Judges^ 

Much  idle  declamadon  had  been  made  rcfpetShig  the  Common 
law  of  the  two  countries.  He  was  convinced  that  the  common  law 
of  Expand  was  founded  on  the  broad,  principles  of  Common  fenfe. 
He.  wiihed  that  the  fpirit  of  the  criminal  law  Were  the  fanie  in  both 
Countries ;  and  that  the  Scotch  Judges  would  diveft  themfelves  of 
extravagant  paitiality»  and  evince  fome  refpedt  to  the  common  law 
of  England  and  to  the  common  fcnfe  of  every  country*  The  learned 
g^eman  has  told  us^  that  the  trials  of  McfTrs.  Muir  and  Palmer 
were  oonduded  by  the  comthon  law  of  fedition^  I  cannot  believe 
that  diere  can  beany  fuch  law ;  but^  iffuchbe  the  law,  it  ought 
not  to  be  allowed  to  exift*  Can  it  be  confiftent  with  an^  principles 
of  equity  and  common  fenfe,  that  the  fate  of  individuals  fhould 
hinge  upon  a  law  which  th^  learned  gentleman  himfelf  has  admitted 
Ins  not  been.in  exercife  for  an  hundred  years,  and  of  which  he  Has 
ML  been  able  to  produce  ^en  one  precedent*     Every  word  which 
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Iielmquetffd  from  Sir  George  Mactode  fondflict  an  ugnttem 
difcfUy  agtinft  hia  own  affertiomt    Will  he  affirm  that  die  cafe  of 
Mn  Muir  or  Mr«  Palmer  oomes  under  any  of  die  three  defcripdaos 
of  (edition  ftated  by  that  learned  vrttcr ;  or  can  he»  with  all  Ua  in- 
genuity, devife  a  fourdi  fpedos  of  feditioiiy  in  wludilc  can  poffiUr 
be  included }  No ;  the  fpedes  of  crime  whidh  he  haa  described  b  a 
monfter  aa  unknown  to  die  law^  as  the  proco^dmga  are  npagput. 
to  every  principle  of  juftice.     What  ia  dw  erime  chaigcdy  and  the 
fituatbn  in  which  die  aceufed  has.been  pbcod  ?  Xt  ia  toput  a  pcribn 
uponhts  trial  on  the  fu^cion of  being  a  dUaffUbod  fulled.     It  h 
to  aflfume  a  li^t  to  praya  agaiaft  lum  geiuaral  difaffbdioiv  wtdwtf 
fU&rdinghim  an  opportunity  to  tepd  aiqpfpccific  charge  diat  nay  be 
hioi^t  agmnft  htm.     Th^  learned  geademan  fiated^  ^lat  he  oon- 
^ved  .himfelf  entitled  to  brii^  forward  the  circumftance  of  chcu- 
ladng  Flower's  book  as  a  collateral  proof  of  Mr.  Muir*s  {edhkais  in* 
teadoiis.    What!  bring  fSxwvd a  book  of  which  iiot  a  ftii{^ word 
it  mentioned  in  the  indiAment^  the  Iq;aUty  of  which  wa&  arvcr 
called  in  queftiQn»  whidi  waa  not  before  the  Court,  and  of  wUA 
not  even  one  featenco  waa  read  to  the  Juiy!   Thta  ia  to  pot  at  man 
ttpon  his  trial  without  afSirdipg  htm  either  the  msant  otddKOa:  or 
the  hopea  of  acqwttal,  to  drag  him  to  the  bar  to  anAiref  i^on  a  ge« 
aetal  charge  of  dlfaflnfiion  caked  up  firom  ei^iy  circumftance  of  bia 
piivato  Ufti  and  every  cspreflBoa  of  hia  unguarded  moments.    In 
filflb  circumAuKca  what  individual  can  be  iecure  ;  or  what  cao  be 
more:  illegal  or  opprefG  ve  tfaaa  a  trial  GooduAod  oa  fecK  principks  i 
GoodGodl  Sir^  ia  i(  podlbte  diat  Ait  cm  be  the  bw of  Soodand  F 
If  itbe>  it  oQg^t  not  to  oontiaue  one  hour  longer,  and  ddioii^the 
Lord  Advocate  infinuatodas  if  he  thought  tha  feoie  fyfteoa  oug^  to 
be  iiEitaxluced  into  England,  yet  be  waa  not  afitaud  that  Ei^^isAmen 
apould  ever  fiifier  fijch  a  viobdoa  of  the  fpiiit  of  our  Bdutai^  bws. 
If  ever  a  Mimftcr  dated  to  recommend  it,  he  would  find  a  asanlv 
fefiftuiee.tothemeaAue.     Mr.  Sheridan  concluded^  that  dioe  was 
eoe  eiacumibnoey   whicfay   dioi^  nol  entering  into  tba  ful^a3 
antter  of  deb«tp»  he  couM  not  avoid  fttting  to  the  Hoi^    An 
tkonauraible. and  wevdiy  member  had>  upona  facmer  in^bi^  fiaa»lv 
withmorivca  tbar^  oodoubii  did bQaaar nx his. loriing^  an  hA^ 
auadott  la^oaing  du  ^mity  of  d»  fiaaliin  of  Mr^  This 

ac^^unate  geotienaan^  now  on.  hoard  the  vefle^  which  b  to  convey 
him  to^otiiiyBa^,  bad^  in  a  lettawhichke  held  iafabbaad^ 
dccfauedthat  not  all  the  fihteridea  of  hia  unmerited  fiue  had  aaaied 
hm  fo  feafibly  as.  this  iaBpotarioa;  and  h^ eanvMy  defired  tharii 
arigbtbcuaderflood,  dial  in  dia  p:dticD  wfaidb.  hci  hvi  cISuad  10 
"tetUoibaiidtcidiofaoeof  ilfeThnaa:^  ho  had  demanded jufiice^ 
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impldred  Aaidf,  The  miftaktt  h^  prGl>d)ty  urtreti  (bm  the 
circumifauice  of  there  being  a  brother  of  this  gentleman,  a  clergy*' 
TTUDit  vhd  bbcfured  under  the  imsfbrtonei  miihikctily,  and  no 
doobt  kindly,  attr9)uted  to  hink 

Mt  WHITBREAD  faid,  that  part  of  the  fpeech  of  his  ho^ 

nouraUe  friend  who  jufl;  fat  down,  made  it^necefTary  for  him  t<x. 

inthidc  a  few  moments  on  the  Houfe-;  he  alluded  to  what  had 

falkn  on  a  fbramr  night  from  a  gentleman  very  near  and  very  deaf 

to  hioiy  refpeding  an  infinuatton  of  Mr.  Palmers  infanity:  he 

declared  that  he  believed  the  idea  wa^  fuggefted  by  the  pureft,  the 

moft  humane  motivea ;  but  he  could  not  but  tfiank  his  honourable 

friend  for  the  clear,  the  perfpicuoui,  the  energetic,  and  the  candid 

onanner  in  which  he  btou^t  this  motion  before  the  Houfe.«^H<. 

bore  equal  teftimony  to  the  fanity  of  Mr.  I^almer ;  he  had  fecn  him,' 

koown  him,  and  had  the  honour  of  correfjponding  witfi  him ;  he 

ivas  a  man  of  the  mod  engaging  manners,  and  of  the  moft  enlight^ 

ened  mind.    The  gitateft  proof,  if  any  pnx>f  was  necei&ry,  of  hr^ 

firmnefs  and  fortitude,  was,  the  undaunted  and  the  philoibphie 

mind  with  which  he  bore  up  againiV'this  unheard-of  opprcfTion. 

He  was  a  man  on  whom 

*'  The  gods  thetnfeWes  may  look  with  cnvy.^ 

As  long  as  he  had  a  feat  in  the  H<>ufe,  he  never  hcan{.  a  fpeech 
which  £>  much  excited  his  indignation  as  that  of  the  Lord  Advocate  { 
and  he  helitated  not  to  declare^  if  the  law  of  Scotland  waa  fucfa  as 
feprefisnted  by  the  learned  Lord,  it  was  a  law  of  tyranny  and  o|)m 
preflioD,  and  it  was  abfurd  to  fpeak  of  perfonad  liberty  in  ttat 
country ;  he  heard  it  aflerted  that  Ae  laws  of  England  were  too 
li^ity  that  fufficient  punifbmenta  were  not  jd(ifli£trd  on  tbofe  wha 
were  oonviAed  of  feditious  praAiees.  Men  may  be  pcifistoted  into 
popularity  he  would  admit ;  and  the  feverity  of  the  punUhmenc 
ofbn  deftroyed  the  intent.  But  if  the  Minifiera  of  this  oountry 
ihould  dare  to  introduce  the  laws  of  ScAland,  he  hoped  diere  would 
be  found  in  that  Houfe  inon  bold  enouj^  to  impeach  them«  He 
left  all  encomiums  on  theScqich  law  ^rith  the  learned  Advocate  { 
if  his  accounts  of  it  were  true,  none  but  (laves  ooold  adnaie  it 
Impartial  pofteriiy  could  akne  be  ihe  judges  on  this  unfortunace  bu^ 
fine&«  Let  the  Mimfter^  he  ebferved,  beware  how  he  pqihed 
matters  to  a  crifis ;  it  waa  not  die  fettering  of  haskb,  oonfining  of 
bodies,  or  tranfporting  the  perfons  10  Botany  Bay,  which  could  re- 
ffch  the  (entimenta  <^  t^th,  or  mmhilaSe  the  caufe  of  juftioe.*^ 
fveiy  day  Minificrs  were  poflibg  pointt  too  £tr ;  tut  a 
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atlaft  arrive  "w^  a  prpp^  Judgement  vould  be  feniied  of  thefe 
tpuifadlions. 

i^M^  m/f^iV  focor^^ani  perum  irridere  libef^  quif  frdtftnti  paiaitiaf 
^idunt  extingui  pojfe  itiam  Jefuentis  mn  memoriam :  nam  tmdrat  fu- 
ttUis  ingsniis gUfiit  (UfSforti&f,  mjue  nUud qui  tafinntia  mfi  de^^us 
JHf  afque  illis  gloriam  pepereYe* 

Mr.  WYNDHAM  Cai4>  that  he  ^ught  die  queftkm  before 
(he  Houfe  fo  properly  the  fubje£t  of  legal  difqui(ttion»  and  fb  cxelu* 
iively  the  bijfinefs  of  thofe  gentlemen  who  psofefled  die  lanr,  that 
be  (bould  not  have  nfeny  if  an  honourable  gentleman  on  die  faipe 
(ide  wiih  him  (Mr,  ^eridan)  had  not  fet  him  the  example  by 
fpeaking  to  it,  and  encouraged  him,  by  applying  to  matter  totally 
(diftir)'^  fronn  the  fiibjedl.  He  could  not,  however,  allent  t<^  the 
ppiniqri  of  the  honourable  gentleman,  that  in  treating  the  matter, 
(he  Hpuiib  wa«  not  to  be  reibricled  to  forms,  or  confined  ^»ithin  le- 
jgal  tf^mmeU.  He  would  indeed  allow,  that  in  conftitutional  que(- 
^ions,  a  largp  and  liberal  view  was  more  fit  for  the  adoption  of  that 
Houfe  dian  the  forms  and  habits  of  inferior  courts.  But  tins  ho 
conceived  to  bis  ^  n^ere  queftion  of  law>  Mid  one,  indeed^  of  a  very 
ponfined  fort* 

The  firil  point  for  the  oonfider^don  of  the  \i<»aSt  w^  whether 
0^e  trial,  the  verdid  on  that  trial,  and  the  fentcnce  on  that  verdid, 
were  legal  or  not  r  This,  the  Houfe  would  fee,  was  confined  to  per- 
fe<fl  legal  ftri6tnefs.— -But  he  was  forty  to  be  obliged  to  fay,  that  die 
{honourable  gentleman,  in  arguing  the  mater,  had  neither  proceeded 
on  principles  of  law,  nor  applied  himfclf  to  the  general  merits  of 
fhe  cafe  ;  but  had  barely  confined  himfelf  to  the  more  plcafant  tailc 
pf  entertaining  the  Houfe  widi  allufions  to  the  o^nions  of  certain 
perfons  exprefled  upon  former  occafions,  and  far-fetched  applica- 
tions of  tho&  opinions  to  the  fubje£l  in  difcuflion — aldxiqgh  he 
vould  be  bold  to  fay,  that  no  one  could  ferioufly  find  any  the  moft 
fentote  refemblance,  any  the  moft  dilfaml  connedtton  between  tbem 
jlind  the  9igum^nts  that  applied  to  die  fubjed  which  die  Houfe  had 
fhen  in  view.  The  opinions  he  meant  were  thofe  of  confideraUe 
perfons  in  that  Houfe  and  eUbwhcre,  refpe^&ig  a  ParliaiiKntary 
Reform  ;  on  which  fi|bje6l  he  wquld  only  fay,  diat  ^ttefevpr  great 
Und  wife  men  mig^t  once  have  thought  of  it,  and  howevor  UgMf 
they  n^ght  have  prized  it,  long  experience »  and  the  example  of  the 
pipfent  time,  had  convinced  them  that  they  were  wrong. 

The  {iqnourable  gendeman  had  taken  up,  with  ftnnig  marks  d 
fe&ntment,  an  expreflfion  tt^it  had  fsd^cn  from  the  learned  \M 
^dvo^te,  viv  that  tt^e  coqn^  wa|^  divided  between  tpo  dafles^ 
4flbciators^  or  diofe  ifffio  ^ere  attiiphed  (o  d^  QqolSxxaBaas^  CQt}tt 
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me  hafi&-«ahd  thoTe  viho  had  feditious  views  on  die  other ;  and 
that  diere  iirere  no  middle  men.  He,  for  htsparf^  iWould  be  fony 
CD  think  that  there  were  none,  though  he  feared  ^lat  in  thegenerjA 
cania&  of  public  bufinefs,  men  found  a  difpofition  either  to  one 
party  or  the  other.  The  honourable  gentleman  himfdf  feemed  to 
snfinuate  that  he  was  one  of  thofe  middle  men :  he  (Mr.  Wjmd- 
liam)  was  difpofed  to  believe  it  might  be  fo,  but  feared  that  the 
honourable  gentleman  had  neverthelefs  a  little  leamng  to  one  fide. 

Great  ftrefs,  he  faid,  had  been  hid  on  what  had  (alien  from  die 
learned  I/)rd  Advocate  refpc£Hng  the  objections  of  Mr.  M uir  to 
the  Jury ;  and  thefe  objedions  had  been  maintained  by  the  honour^ 
able  mover,  but,  in  his  mind,  they  amounted  to  no  more  than  this» 
^*  that  no  man  "vras  fit  to  tiy  a  traitor  that  was  hodile  to  trealbn.^ 
Iliis  he  maintained  to  be  a  falfe  inference— -All  Iioneft  men. 
ivho  try  a  criminal  muil  be  enemies  to  the  crime  in  a  greater  or 
leiTer  degree,  in  proportion  to  the  magnitude  of  the  crime,  and  the 
lemotenefs  of  its  eife^s ;  but  in  crimes  againft  the  piiUic,  all  men 
"Were  nearly  concerned  ^  and  if  diis  dodrine  were  held  good,  none 
of  courfe  could  be  qualified  to  try  this  fpectcs  of  crimes.  As  td 
AiTociators,  they  were  obliged  to  aiTociate  for  the  public  fecuricy ; 
but  by  no  pofiible  inference  could  tMs  be  deemed  a  difqualificatioA 
€0  ferve  on  a  Jury  for  trial  of  a  traitor  or'fedidous  pcrfon. 

The  hcmoiirable  gentleman  had  alked,  with  confiderable  empha- 
fis,  who  that  mian  was  who  would  be  bold  enough  to  lay,  diat  die 
laws  of  Scodand  (hould  be  prefered  in  fuch  cafes  to  thofe  of  Eng- 
^md  r  He,  for  his  part,  would  be  the  .one  to  fiiy,  that  if  juffioe 
was  baulked,  and  the  laws  were  not  adequate  to  the  pumihment  at 
crimes,  he  had  no  difficulty  to  declare  his  opinion  that  they  (hould 
be  made  fo.  There  was  no  neceflftty  to  follow  Seodand  in  her 
laws,  if  wrong ;  but  laws  (hould  be  made  adequate  to  the  preven- 
don  and  punUhment  of  crimes,  or  all  fecurity  of  life  and  property 
wece  at  an  end.  If  the  crime  of  Leafing-nraking  was  confined  to  a 
narrow  compafs,  there  muft  be  fomething  (hort  of  high  treafon,  for 
which  proviiion  (hould  be  made,  particularly  in  csdes  of  crimes  with 
reljped  to  which  the  utmoft  vigilance  (hould  be  obferved,  namely, 
iedirious  writings,  and  other  pradices  calculated  to  difturb  the  pub- 
lic lepoTe.  That,  however,  was  not  the  qudtion  now,  but,  (imply, 
whether  the  proceedings  were  1^1  ?  On  this  fubjed  he  had  heard 
with  the'greateft  attention  die  honourable  gendeman  who  had  made 
die  motion,  and  he  had  not  the  fmalleft  hefitadon  to  declare  hit 
dedded  opinion,  that  by  the  word  banifhment,  the  Court  was  in- 
veftcd  widi  the  fulleO:  power  of  inflicting  the  fentence  of  tranfportah 
Sofip  and  diat  chat  power  had  been  long  exerciied* 
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.  Thf  honeiftaUe  p^letmn  (Mr.  Sheridan)  lu(9  (mi,  dmt  If  die 
HoQfi» 'dcoded  agwft  this  queflioiii  it  noqld  titebKfli  the  &Cal  doc« 
frUie,  tbst  4[io  inquiry  fliould  be  made  into  the  comduA  of  Coam 
firkhaiit  taviiig  ppoof  of  a^fhul  illq^lity  befen  if.  Hus  lie  tkoiod^ 
iHid  hoped  the  Ho^  would  never  enter  into  ^n  inquiry  trhen  dicj 
bad  {Hfi  HI  the  prefent  cafe}  pioof  before  them  thait  the  femence 
ftf^poiiBd  «>  be  inquired  iniK)  was  a  pioper  and  legal  fentence. 

.  Mr.  FOX  fflid,  I  declare,  SiTi  it  was  my  wi(h  that  diis  quef- 
tion  fliould  be  neither  agitated  in*  this  Houfe,  or  the  Houfe  of 
jLoctis ;  but  finoc  it  has  been  broi^t  before  the  Houfe,  and  finoe 
dodtrines;  of  the  nioft  extraordinary  and  roonftrous  nature  that  ever 
^11  from  any  gentjemaii  within  tbefe  watts,  have  been  advanced  by 
^jeamed  lord  oppofite  me,  who.  has  rifea  to  vindicate  the  ooodud 
4>f  the  Tribunal  of.  Scotland^  «Dd  to  defend  that  part  wUch  he  has 
taken  in  the  piX)oeeding$>  notwithihnding  the  iatcnefs  of  the  hour, 
I  (hould  feet  myfelf  deficient  to  the  duty  which  I  owe  my  own  dia* 
«ai£ler,  s^s  a  tepFefentadve  of  a  gp^t  and  free  people,  if  I  withheld 
fny  fentinipntBj  .and  c^tented  mffelf  with  giving  a  filent  vote  on 
i|^8 occaiipn.'    The  piefent  is  a  queftion  of  the  gpreateft  impoftance 
which  ever  cainc  before  th^  Hou(e.     If  a  queAion  whidi  involves 
in  its  cQnfideratkn>  not  only  the  fortunes  of  two  fuflering  and  op- 
•  preiTed  individufdsy  but  the  oonfequeiKes  Ivhich  will  be  produced  «> 
|N>fterity>  by  eflabli(hii%  a  precedent  dangerous  and  ininucal  to  their 
))bertieB,  no  wonder  otyhanoarable  friend  who  has  juft  fat  down* 
ihoidd  have  diiplayed  fuch  horteft  and  ariimated  indignation,  and 
^Xprefled  himfelf  in  fo  feeling  a  fnsnner.  on  fuch  an  important  fiib- 
j^St ;  but  there  is  one  poini  in-  the  fpeech  of  my  levied  friend, 
.which  I  cannot  help  taking  nodce  o^  and  on  whidi  I  am  underdo 
fieceffity  of  entirely  diffenting  fkw  him*     My  honouiaUe  fncni 
liaa  declarrdy  d^t  if  any  Minifter  (hould  dare  to  introduce  into 
4bh  country  the  laws  of  Scodand,  he  hoped  there  woold  be  found 
in  this  Houfc  men  bold  enough  to  impes^h  hiol-     I  carmot  «grte 
in  this  point  \  for  fo  dearly  do  I  prize  die  freedom  of  debate ;  widi 
/uch  veneration  do  J  hold  the  free  and  unlimited  difcufiioa  of  any 
fcHdal  or  conllitutional  queftion  within  thefe  walls,  and  fo  jealous 
Mn  I  of  every  thing  which  would  look  Uke  an  infringement  of  dus 
our  ino(i  valuable  privi^ge,  that  if  Minifters'  were  to  scdvanoe  Ae 
moft  dangeinuf  ^and  rooft  horrible  principles ;  if  diey  were  even  i» 
^lopoie  a  biU  to  thi«  Houfe,  toalierthefuoceQion  totheduone,  and 
introduce  in  the  piaoe  of  our  tovtrdtgn,  a  fofdgn  pretender,  I  woidd 
hold  him  jufiifiablc  for  the  unconffilutional  meafuxes  he  atten^tcd 
(0  introduGCj  and  with  n^  voice  {  would  endeavour  to  refime  him 
from  a  public  impeachment  <»r  public  proffqition.  The  learned  kfd 
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ever  agatnft  me*  ta bi&  jiuinqgync  oa  the  lair^of  Ms  mfntomtay^ 
has  dxMight  proper  to  tbrow  out  iniinuations  agamft  the  ktm  of 
England.  Ffom  bis  trun  f>£  reaibning,  and  from  thcmaRjrarga- 
mems  be  has  broi^ht  forvardy  inattaemptiog to  deficoii  hiv  favoorife 
iyftem  of  Scottifli  juiifprudtncc^  it  ftnick  roe,  and  k  nmfi  faam 
ilruck  eviei:y  nriani  open  to  the  moA  conmnon  imprediofis^  that  k 
was  bis  fincere  and  fervent  vnihp  tbat  his  native  principle^  of  jofiSoe 
ibould  be  ^introduced  into  tb»  country ;  and  oa  the  Rnns  of  die 
commoR  law  of  England  ibould  bp  eroded  ^Ae  in&axmft  fabac!  cf 
.Soottifls  perfccudon.  Indeed^  Sir^  \fhcn.Lrecd[l0iivFi3at  has  been 
advanced  by  the  learned  Iord»  I  can  eafily  account  fbi  the  fcntnaae 
pronounced  agautil  thefe  two  vmfoctunaDe  gcndemen.  If  dot  da^ 
ilioiild  ewer  arrive^  which  the  Ixnd  Advocate  fiecnis  fa^anxkraftr  to 
wt£b  fcSr,  ihould  the  tyrannical  laws  of  Saodand  be  introdijced  ia 
fippofitioAto  the  homane  laws  of  England^  k  woold  be  time  far 
wrsf  learned  friend  and  me  to  aoeoinfliodatg  our  affaks,  andrcdrelo 
feme  happy  climes,  where  at  leaft  we  may  ei^y  tbofc  rights  wfakb 
God  has  given  to  man,  and  whkh  his  nature  tells  bhn  he  hoar  a 
n^  to  demand  I  wUl  now  addreis  myficlf  to  ny^  honaa'Aitt 
fiknd  (Mr.  Wyndham)  lAo  has  joft  fat  down»,  and  L  witt  aflc  Urn 
what  he  noKana  bf  that  cxpceffioik  whkh  impBfid  a  donabt  of  the  hwi 
betfig  adequate  t  Does  he  mean  tt>  afiert  that  the  lawi  are  not  ado* 
qoateift  this  country  to  puniflxibiidoKt/  Theiewte  atime  wlknhe 
agjRcd  with  me>  tint  the  laws  woKradequaCc,  and  ht  maft  think  b 
fiiU.  Hehastoklus^  that  iftficf  arenotfuiikieatlkiidBecktfarca- 
socr  of  kAimtiy  laws  ou^  to  be  introduced  to  aafvrer  dnt  pucpole  i 
would,  he  introduce  die  tyraanicaL  laws  of  Scodand  ^  N<>:  flruiA 
with  afenfi:  of  thecruelty  of  the  pnnxfliment  i.^riikh  had  boeamffided 
oa  thefe  gentkcneiv  flruck  with,  tbi  convidnn  of  the  iniquky  of  the 
whole  pfoceedu^k  irapTdSai  mth  veacradon  for  die  la«'s  of  his 
countxyy  and  aa  appreheoAon  of  the  inevitable  and  fett^CDnfequenccs 
that  HHtft  refuk  to  En^fliUbestyy  fix>m  the  horrors,  of  fuch  ii 
vatioOf  he  has  qualified  a  little  his  expreffian,  aad  has  h 
flipt  in  an  if;  but  i/^  it  has  been,  obfcrved,  is  an  excellent  peace 
maker.  And  my  hanouffs^le  friend  has  faid,.  if  the  laws  are  nos 
adequate^  why  then  let  the  law&  of  Soodand  b&  intODdoced  in  thaa 
^ce.  The  qoelHnRy  Siir^  is  trnfortunatdy  a  compheatedone;.  in 
tompUcatEd  qucftionskwilL  afavays  h^^ipen  thattheceare  fome  psi^i^ 
Cttbir  parts  in  wUdx  gcsatlenisn  di£igree,i  diere  am  feme  parts  whiob 
Cane  wiU  oveikxdcand  dhersGombstv  but  in  eveiT^qaeftian^  hens- 
ever  iaerisate  or  comprehendve  iits  views,  daece  are  oectain  eflfen^ 
tblshi  whidx  aliL  who  value  truth,  ocaxfk  fimm  tbfthoneftimpsdfe 
a£tfanr  beas^aaoft  be  unanimous;.  mofttruriti%  Sk>^  d^  iii& 
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cvoy  oointdy  there  will  be  potnts  on  which  the  fendments  of  men 
will  be  nt  variancei  for  it  is  the  nature  of  men  to  difier ;  but  juflice 
in  ieveiy  country  is  the  fame,  and  in  what  relates  to  her  there  can 
be  but  one  opinion*     If,  thereibFe»  this  fentence  muft  in  Eng^d  be 
onlidered  as  notorioufly  unjuft,  and  repugnant  to  every  principle 
of  humanity^  it  is  impoflible  for  ingenuity  to  yamiih  fuch  a  iyflem 
of  imquity ;  or  ffvc  to  that  which  on  its  very  fiice  wears  tbe  fea- 
tures of  cruelty  and  oppreflion,  the  appburance  of  jufticp  or  huma- 
nity. ^  Now  let  us  examine  what  the  Ix>rd  Advocate  has  dated  widi 
ttfped  to  precedent,  and  I  will  be  bold  enough  to  affert,  that  ci-* 
cq)t  in  one  cafe»  I  mean  the  (htutc  of  bankruptcy,  he  has  not 
pointed  out  a  (ingle  cafe  which  bears  on  the  prefcnt  motion,  or  war- 
rants  that  interpretation  he  has  put  on  the  word  banifhment.    Widi 
tefped  to  the  zSt  of  1703,  it  is  a  limiting  ad^;  it  ufes  limply 
the  word  baniflimcnt.  «  In  the  ihtute  1672  the  word  haniihmenr 
b  mcntibned  with  additions;  fo  that  if  gentlemen  exanune  all  the 
ftatutes  which  have  been  made,  it  muft  (faike  the  minds  of  thofc 
open  to  convi^on,  what  the  real  meaning  and  the  hit  and  hondl 
inteipretation  of  the  word  banilhment  implies.     The  Lord  Advo« 
cate,  to  vmdicate  the  proceedings  of  the  trial,  and  give  it  at  leaft  an 
air  of  juftice,  has  treated  the  word  in  a  rather  fingular  manner,  and 
has  endeavoured  to  prove  that  it  is  fynonimous  to  tran(ponatknu 
But  let  us  refer  to  the  lad  ft^tute  quoted,  in  1672,  and  gentlemen 
will  clearly  difoovcr  wherever  it  was  the  intention  of  the  Iq^flature 
to  extend  bani(hment  to  tranfportatbn,  the  place  deftined  for  the 
culprit's  tranfportation  was  fpecifically  declared.     Hence  in  the 
ftatute  of  1672,  we  fee  banifhment  to  the  Wed  Indies;  if  this 
word  extended  to  tranfportation,  why  is  the  place  pointed  out  in 
feme  and  omitted  in  others  r   The  reafon  is  obvious ;  when  the 
laws  of  Scodand  only  meant  fimple  banifliment,  that  is,  exiling  a 
man  from  his  country,  it  only  ufcd  the  word,  and  gave  him  the 
liberty  of  chufing  a  fpot  for  himfelf ;  but  where  the  offence  called 
ibr  more  fevcre  punifhmcnt,  the  place  of  tranfportation  was  identr* 
fied.     There  is  one  ftatute,  and  only  one,  which  makes  in  favour 
of  the  Lord  Advocate's  argument,  and  that  is  but  a  poor  aQUbnce, 
the  ftatute  of  1696^     This  ftatute  cnads,  that  baniftunent,  or 
othcrwifc,  (hould  be  the  confcqucnce  on  convidlion ;  to  argne  on 
the  word  otherwife,  and  make  it  a  ground  for  a  feverer  punifhinenC 
than  the  word  banifliment^  muft  be  contrary  to  all  rules  of  kw, 
and,  in  my  mind,  all  notion  of  Englifti  jurifprudence.     The  picoe- 
dcnt  of  1 7  04  was  made  by  the  Priyy  Council  of  Scotland,  die  moft 
reprobate  and  defpicable  tribunal  which  ever  difgpced  the  annals  d 
its  hifloiy  ;  we  know  this  as  well  from  the  circumftances^  d  the 
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cafe  itfclf  as  from  ^at  felt  from  the  noble  lord  on  the  ^m>Gi(ack| 
yfi»  Ratted  up  and  declanMl,  he  would  pajr  no  attention  to  any 
thing  ^ich  came  from*  that  infamous  and  reprobate  tribunal.  I 
ocmie  now  to  this  enonnous  ^d  gigantic  iedition,  which  has  induced. 
the  Lord  Advocate  to  mnfftck  precedents  which  have  laid  dormant 
for  two  centuries ;  in  the  laft  .century  he  fays  tlicre .  are  no  prece- 
dents, though  in  that  period  we  find  there  were  two  rebellions,  and 
we  find  the  names  of  a  Graham  and  feveral  others,  who  were  con- 
viAed  of  more  atrocious  offences,  but  punifhed  with  lefs  fevciity. 
But  what  k  this  fedidon  ?  The  L6td  Advocate  has  tnentioned  the 
name  of  Mackerr^e,  and  has  mifquoted  him,  in  fupport  of  his 
own  principles ;  but  this  is  an  authority  which  I  never  mention 
without  rriudanoe  and  humiiiation,  (but  I  am  obliged  to  have 
iccourfe  to  him,  as  there  is  no  other  conftitutioiial  writer)  bcc8u(b 
Ats  very  man  was  the  flattering  apolo^d  of  the  tyrannies  perpe- 
trated «i  the  latter  years  of  the  Stuarts,  and  which  ans  attempted  to 
be  levived  atprefent  in- Scotland.  Indeed,  Sir,  (b  ftrikingly  dif- 
gulMul  are  ^e  whole  features  of  this  tvhly  and  ib  enormous  its  pio* 
ceedfings,  that  when  I  iirft  heajFd-  of  «hem,  I  coudd  nek  {>revaU  on 
wnjfclf  to  believe- that  fudTptoceedings  bad  a<S^UaUy  taken  place  ; 
the  xhsiTgc  itfdf,  and  the  mannfer  in  which  that  ahaigc  was  exhi- 
bited, made  my  biood  ran  ccSd  mthin  me.*  I  vemi  the  firft  edition, 
I  difcrodited ;  1^  read  ^  fecond  afid  tMrd  edi^olns ;  I  was  inclined 
to  difbclieve  them  all ;  ^nor  would  I  even  believe  it  xWw,  but  in 
,  eonfequcnce  of  what  1  have  Kcdrd  from  this  Lord  Advocate  him- 
fctf ;  (but  if  ieditton  is  to  be  proVed  by  fuch  an^evldence  as  Ann 
Fifcher,  'viMch  ih  no  civilized  country  would  be  permitted,  there 
is  an  end  of  juftice.  This  infamous  evidence,  this  domeftic  fpy, 
Was  even  queftioned  re^pe6tii^  the  private  and  unguarded  conver- 
fimon  of  her  mafier,  imM  her  teAimoi^  was  allowed,  t)e€aure  it  was 
iblicfted.  Good  God,  ^ir,  what  man  ivnongd  lis,  if  our  fervants 
and  our  friends  were  ^called  'to  give  evidence  againil  our  private  de- 
clarations, would  nt)tftafid  guilty  t  And- which  of  us  would  nbt  be 
liable  to  trahfportation?  If  fb  tyrannical  a  law  exifted,  oi^r  fortunes,, 
aor  honours,  our  lives,  are  at  the  drfpoful  of,  the  executive  power ; 
fiut'luKe'the  Lord  Advocated  introduced  a  neighbouring  country, 
ani  has  fpoken  much  of  the  word  fedition,-  {  will  afk  the  Lord 
Advocate  ^*h(nre  he  is  fofirfd  this  word  iedition"?     It  is  not  to  be 
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Ibund^h  the  common  law  of  £n^and' or  Scotland  ;  but  I  will  give 
llim  itUtde^ati^lanoe^ohelp'himout  of  his  embarorfTment,  and  will 
^Ifelthiito  change'  this  word  into  incivifiii.  Let  #ie  Lord  Ad- 
vocatie  imttatte  ^e  eieample  of  France ;  let  him  convert  (edition  into 
iEict^fm  I  'and  let  him«  'lik^  that  unfeeling  and  ferocious  people, 
Yox-XXXVIL  32;     .. 
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doom  the  accufed  and  fufpeAed  to  Botany  Bay  or  guillotine  (for  to 
Mr.  Muir  there  is  little  choice) ;  let  him  tell  me  where  I  can  6nd 
a  common-law  cafe  of  fedition  in  Scodaiid,  the  only  autiiority  he 
can  produce  is  Mackenzie,  and  that  is  unfavourable  to  his  argu- 
ment ;  let  him  (hew  me  the  general  rcafoning  of  jufticc,  or  by  what 
laws  of  eternal  jufticc  fuch  proceedii^  as  have  lately  taken  place  in 
Scotland  can  be  vindicated.    It  is  too  great  a  liberty  for  profeflional 
men  to  exped  that  we  will  pay  implicit  obedience  to  their  doctrines. 
Does  the  Lord  Advocate  fuppofe  I  will  give  unlimited  confidence 
to  his  ipfe  dixit  ?  He  is  wrong  if  he  imagines  we  are  not  equally 
capable  of  difcuffing  fubje£^s  of  leg^l  policy.     It  is  e\ident  from 
all  that  has  been  faid^  that  the  legality  of  MefTrs.  Muir  and  Pal- 
mer's fentences  is  very  queftionable.     My  kamed  friend,   wha 
opened  the  debate*  clearly  (hewed,  that  the  panels  were  indided 
on  the  (latute  of  Leafing-maldng ;  we  have  alfo  clearly  feen  that  the 
penalties  to  be  infiiSed  on  the  convifted,  are  either  baniAmKnt* 
fine,  imprifonment>  or  corp(»td  puniihment.     The  Lord  Advocate 
has  feriouily  aiked  the  Houfe,  if  thefe  men  were  not  transported; 
what  would  be  done  with  them  ?    Says  he,  (hall  I  impiifixi  them  ? 
Imprifonment  is  a  poor  chaftifement ;  a  gaol  b  only  the  neft  and 
den  of  iniquity ;  tfiere  offenders  are  only  taught  to  revile  their 
judges  and  jurors,  and  to  meditate  new  fdiemes  of  fedition :  would 
you  impofe  a  fine  on  them,  that  would  be  eaiily  paid  by  fboie  rich 
friend  leagued  in  their  confpiracies.     The  humanity  of  the  Lord 
Advocate  would  not  fiifFer  him  to  talk  of  infU£ting  corporal  punlfh- 
ment  on  gendemen  of  education  and  refpedtability.    From  hence  he 
infers  the  only  punifhment  to  be  inflidted  on  them  is  banifhmenr ; 
but  it  has  been  proved  to  you,  nK>re  than  fuiEciently,   that  baniih- 
ment  cannot  extend  to  tranfpOrtatton,  without  annexing  the  name 
of  the  place  appointed  for  exile*     Sedition  has  been  defirKd  to  be 
public  commotion ;   now  public  conmiotion,  by  the  laws  of  both 
countries,  is  high  freafon.     Had  they  been  indited  for  fedinon, 
they  mud  have  been  convi^flcd  of  high  treafon,  and  muft  have  fuf- 
fcred  deadi.     On  this  ground  the  judgement  cannot  be  fupported. 
But  before  I  proceed  any  further,  I  would  beg  to  addrefs  a  few 
words  to  my  honourable  friend  (Mr*  Windham),  and  I  oonfefs  I 
am  aflonifhed  to  fee  that  gjcntletnan  fo  fuddcnly  diange  his  prin- 
ciples and  profcflions ;  commencing  an  alarmift,  and  aficding  to 
tremble  for  his  Kirig  and  Q)n(titutioR.     It  is  difagrceable  to  recal 
•Id  but  unpleaiing  truths ;  yet  I  cannot  help  reminding  liim  there 
was  a  time,  thopgh  he  had  not  then  a  feat  in  this  Houfe,  when  he 
took  an  aAive  and  (pirited  part  in  oppofidon  to  the  Government, 
during  the  unhappy  American  war.     I  myfclf  heard  him  fpeak 
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tnoft  difrefpcSfully  of  one  of  the  Chief  Juftices  fl  know  not  if  die 
compliment  was  returned),     I  do  not  pretend  to  fay  he  belonged  to 
clubs,  but  this  I  am  fure,  he  was  prefent  at  feveral ;  he  ran  about 
from  town  to  town,  converfing  with  artizans  on  the  rafhnefs  and 
impolicy  of  the  war  i  and  he  delivered  his  fentiments  in  a  manner 
the  moft  decidedly  hoftilc  to  Government,  at  Norwich  and  other 
places :  he  would  have  thought  then  he  would  have  been  hardlf 
dealt  with,  if  he  was  condemned  as  an  enemy  to  his  King  and  Con* 
Aitution,  becaufe  he  was  an  enemy  to  the  American  war.     Why 
are  Mr.  Muir  and  Mr.  Palmer  to  be  eonfidercd  as  enemies  to  the 
Oonftitution,  fowii^  the  feeds  of  rebellion,  of  anarchy  and  con* 
fulion,  on  the  ground  of  poindng  out  to  the  people  thofe  privileges 
iw'hich  thqr  fhould  enjoy,  and  which  tdiey  are  unjuflly  denied  ?  Se» 
tiition  is  of  a  generic  nature ;  there  are  different  ipedes  of  fedition ; 
and  there  is  a  fpecies  of  which  the  Lord  Advocate  himfelf  has  been 
guilty,  with  regard  to  this  trial ;  one  fa£t  fo  glaringly  Ibandalous, 
that  I  cannot  pafs  it  over  in  iilence.    I  allude  to  the  condud  (hewn 
with  refpc^l  to  two  witnefTes  upon  this  trial ;  one  of  diefe,^who'was 
incompetent  to  give  evidence,  was  admitted ;  whilft  the  other,  on 
the  pretext  of  his  credibility  being  doubted^  was  rejeded.     I  con* 
tend,  with  refpe<fl  to  RuiTel,  the  credibility  of  hi«  evidence  oug^t  to 
have  been  left  to  the  Jury,  inftead  of  the  Judge  ufurping  their  pro* 
vince :  with  refpeft  to  Johnfon,  there  was  the  greateft  partiality 
apparent.     The  witnefles  were  not  (airly  admitted,  and  confc- 
quently  Mr.  Muir  could  not  have  a  (air  trial.     I  believe,  Sir,  the 
majority  of  this  Houfe  are  aflfodatorB  ;  but  I  intrcat  them  Co  recoU 
led  they  are  alfo  reprefcntatives ;  and  let  me  a(k,  if  thefe  aflbci- 
ations  were  founded  on  efiablifhed  law,  or  were  they  felf-created  ? 
If  they  were  not  formed  by  the  command  of  the  Le^flaturei  no 
man  ought  to  be  cenfured  for  not  performing  a  duty  which  is  not 
legally  impofed  upon  him ;  confequendy  the  learned  lord  muft  have 
b^n  hurried  into  an  intemperate  warmdi  of  an  unguarded  aiTerttony 
when  he  declared,  that  on  Mr.  Muir's  objefiing  to  one  of  thofe 
gentlemen  l)eing  on  his  jury,  who  belonged  to  an  aflbdation  which 
had  prejudged  him  before  his  trial,  that  **  If  this  objedlon  be  not 
repelled,  he  could  have  no  jury  at  all  to  try  him,  but  men  who 
were  either  traitors  or  confpirators ;  for  that  all  m<«n  really  attached 
to  their  condltution  had  fubfcribed  their  names  to  aflbciations  of  this 
nature.     But  there  is  one  ifaange  a(reTtion  made  by  one  of  .the 
Lords  of  Judiciary.     He  fays,  no  man  has  a  right  in  the  confti- 
tutioh,  unlefs  he  poflefTes  a  landed  property  ;  men  of  peribnal  pro- 
perty, though  they  may  have  immenfe  fums  in  the  funds,  l\ave  no 

'  V^.  or  part  in  the  matter*     How  abfurd^  how  nonfenfiqali  howH4i« 
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culous !  When  Judged  fpeak  thus  with  levttf  at  randoor,  and  in  a 
manner  that  difcovers  the  moft  profbund  ignorance  of  the  oonfti^ 
tution,  what  1^  the  inference  I  would  draw  ?  That  the  temper  of 
Judges  is  manifed  from  fuch  condudl,  which  never  occurred  even 
in  the  reign  of  the  Stuarts ;  but  another  lord  f^id,  as  he  faw  no 
punifhment  for  fcdition  in  our  law^  he  muil  go  inta  die  Roman 
}aw.  Having  recourfc  to  this  extra-judicial  authority^  he  at  laft 
difoove^  that  the  milded  punifhmcnt  tlut  could  be  inflicled  oq  the 
unfortunate  gentleman  was — :tranrportaiiQn  &)r  fourteen  fears. 

The  Roman  law  left  it  at  his  diicretion  to  give  Muir  either  to 
ihc  gallows !  to  wild  bcafb  !  qr  to  Botany  Bay  !  And,  of  the  whole 
he  had  happily  feiedted  the;  mildeft  ! !  i     He  was  utterly  amazedi 
when  he  learnt  that  a  Judge  had  feriouily  fiipported  fuch  unaccount- 
able nonfenfe  from  the  Bench — fuch  noRfcnre  as  oi^ht  not  to  be  ad* 
mitted  from  theyoupgeft  or  raoft  ignor^oit  ikidcnt !  He  had  always 
entertained  the  higheft  veneration  for  the  chara£l)cr  of  a  Judge  ;  and 
\\i$  indignation  was  aroufedj  jto  firid  that  his.Lordfliip,  inflead  of  dif- 
chaigir^  hrs  duty  with  that  ^wc;fui  and  becoming  gravity  due  to  the 
Bench,    acted  with  '*  ignorance,  fcvicy,  and  hypocrify !"     After 
having  put  his  inventioq  to  the  rack,  he  at  lad  hit  upon  the  mild 
•  {Minifhmcnt  of  fourteen  years  tranfportation  beyond  the  feas  ! — Good 
pod  !  Any  man  of  fpirlt,  as  he  believed  Mr.  Muir  to  be,  would 
iboner  chufe  death,  th^  ^is  mildcO  inilance  of  the  Judge's  mercy ! 
But  another  t^fthefe.Lords^  or  perhitps  the  fame,  for  with  their 
name^  J  profefs  pif  felf  iq^^y-Unaoquaintcd,  aiTerted,  that  now  the 
^  torture  was  bani^ed,;  thefe;wa5  no  adequate  punifhrnent  for  iedir 
lion  I  Here  i?  lar^gi^age whjch  alfo  fl^qws  the  temper,  the  igiprancc, 
fhe  levity,  the  hypoprify  pf  this  in>prudent  main  ;  let  him  be  dthcgr 
ferious  or  h)  j0fl,^  the  fcntime^t  wa^  equally  intolerable  \    |  know 
pot  which  of  thcn^  advanced  fud:^  a  .propofitipn,  but  Qod  help  the; 
people  who  have  (iich  Judges ! .    I  a4mit  the  conduiEt  of  a  Juord  Ad- 
vocate is  lefs  material  tivm  that  of  a  Judge ;  but  |  do  not  think, 
that  in  Great  Britaiit  any  perfon  ^pqld  be  .declared  giulty.  befbiehe 
is  arraigned  and  convicted  of  the  offence.     Shall  we  fend  Muir, 
Palmer,  SkirviT\g,  Margarqt,  and  Gerald,   to  Englanc^  ?  faid  the 
.Lord  Advocate.     J^t  hece  he  ai^Sj^  with  refpc^  to  Nfr.  Glerald,  as 
he  did  to  Mr.  Muir,  and  fuppofes  him  guilty,  without  ever  beiqg 
brought  to  a  trial.     The  abuTc  of  difcretto^  v^  made  a  tope  of 
debate  ;  but  he  aflfe^ed,  that  >yheq  thefe  Lronis  had  difctetioQ,  ijasf 
(hould  lock  to  England/    Her  legal  character  was  not  detjpifiahle; 
they  mi^  l^ve  related  their  condu6l  by  an  emulatioi^i:^  bers.<*-« 
What  was  the  cafe  here  }  A  Mr.  Wint^bottom  had  been  oonvitScd, 
puniflied  with  fine  aqd  imprifonment,     Ii^  the  courfe  <^  his  ii^pri- 
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fonment,  he  vas  placed  among  thecommoiv  culprits  ;  ihc  Attoausf 
General  of  this  country,  with  that  humanity  which  fliould  attend  H^ 
office,  ordered  him  inftantly  to  be  remcvcd.     At  the  fame  time,  hc^ 
**  faid,  God  forbid,  let  his  «rime  be  fedition,  b?  what  \t  may,  that  I 
**  (hould  fufFcr  this  man  to  mix  with  fuch  company,  to  have  his 
"  morals  corrupted  and  tainted  with  their  villainy  ;  J  will  not  allow 
'^  It."      But  how  different  wa3  die  condu<3  oi  the  humane  Court  of 
Judiciary!  They  fend  the  unjuftly-accufed  and  convicted  to  herd 
\^ith  the  moft  infamous  and  moft  ab]e(^,  and  even  think  this  puniOii* 
ment  is  too  mild  for  the  ofllnce,     I  wi(h  gentlemen  would  fpcak 
out  what  their  notions  arc  of  the  law  of  Santland.     Let  us,  for 
Heaven's  fake,  be  informed  what  the  opinion  of  tlae  Houfe  is  on  thif 
tyrannical  law.     Were  I  to  live  in  Scotland,  I  woqld  conclude  my 
life,  my  property,  and  my  liberty  infecurc.     I  woi^d  place  no  coiVf- 
fidencc  in  enjoying  either.     Sirj  it  cannot  efcapc  gentlemen,  thaf 
not  many  years  ago  there  were  AlTociations  in  thi?  country,  formed 
e!ca£Uy  on  the  faine  principles  that  Mr.  Muir  'and  bis  friends  formed 
their  Aflbdations,     JSr,  it  is  prccifely  for  thofe  very  offences  wMcI) 
srcre  committed  by  thofe  vcjy  Aflbciadons  in  England,  that  Mr. 
Muir  and  Mr.  P^lmei:  arp  now  contiemned  to  tranTportation  foi? 
fourteen  years !     But  it  will  be  faid,  that  the  French  revolution  ha« 
changed  the  nature  of  die  cafe.     It  may  be  fo  ;  but  I  wi(h  never 
to  belicYc,  that  what  was  pnce  meritorious,  what  was  once  fit,  Qnd 
what  was  conlidered  as  the  only  means  lof  preferving  the  liberdes  eS 
our  country,  can  have  all  of  a  fudden  fo  phanged  its  complexion,  can 
become  fo  black  and  atrocious  a  crime,  as  to  call  down  on  the  head 
of  him,  who  fo  far  reveres  the  cbnftitutioi^  of  England,  as  to  wifh  to 
rellorc  it  to  its  primitive  perfcdlioii,  th?  unrelenting  vengeance  of 
pcrfccution  ;  while  thple.  very  men,  who  perhaps  fet  this  fatal  ex- 
ample, have  fled  into  the  arms  of  power,  a$  into  an  afylum,  and 
are  now  enjoying  th^  emoluments  of  the  higheft  places  this  kif^dom 
knows,  the  w^es,  perh^,  of  their  apoftacy.     Yes,  thefe  unfor- 
tunate gentlemen  have  done,  whatthe  phancellor  of  th^  Exchequer, 
what  the  Duke  of  Richmond,  hsive  doi^e  before  them.     They  have 
done  no  more.     Will  this  Houfe  forget  the  addrelTcs  of  tbcfe  two 
gentlemen  to  the  People  i  at\d  this  not  to  petition  for  a  reform  in 
Parliament,  not  fimply  to  ftatc  the  abufe^,  and  to  pray  for,  in  the 
lingua^  of  fuppUants,  redreiTej  c^f  th^fe  abufe^ ;  ^ut  to  demand,  I  ' 
fay  demand  them  as  their  right.     As  loi^  a$  gentlemen  /ball  rtr 
jncrabcr  the  Thatched  Houfe,  and  theft  ycry  Aubciatior^,  it  is  im-  ^ 
poflSble  you  can  forget  dicir  addrcflfe^  to  th^  People-     Ohi  human 
folly  and  inconlificncy !    Why  arc  thefe  very  men  now  ecaltcd  to 
the  moft  ci^vied  ftations^  while  piDor  N^iu^  sind  Palmer  are  <}pQfm^ 
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tt>  waftc  out  the  rcmainrfcr  of  their  HveS  in  a  foreign  and  dreary  cJi- 
mate,  the  companions  of  out-cafts,  felons  the  moft  dcgradtrd  iif 
the  human  fpecics !  And  have  wc  not,  at  fome  period  or  other,  all 
of  OS  called  Aflemblies  ?  Have  we  not  all  of  us  been  guilty  of  crin*^ 
which  might  drive  us  to  Botany  Bar  ?  Happy  am  I  to  boaft,  thi^ 
however  I  may  difapprove  of  thc»fe  violent  profccutions  which  have 
been  conduiftcd  in  this  country  againft  individuals,  on  diarges  of 
feditioh,  tJiat  thefe,  when  compared  with  the  trials  now  before  us. 
Stare  merciful  and  humane.  Happy  am  I  to  boaft,  that  it  is  my 
,fc«time  to  be  a  fubjeS  and  an  inhabitant  of  England.  Were  I  a 
native  of  Scotland,  I  would  inftantly  prepare  to  leave  that  land  of 
tyranny  and  of  dcfpotifm  !  Till  thefe  infamous  laws  arc  abrogatftl, 
you  may  talk  of  juftice  ;  you  may  talk  of  juries ;  but  all  trials  arc 
^nockeries  !  Till  thefe  infamous  laws  are  abrogated,  the  liberty  <rf  th: 
fubjcdl  ?s  infccure  and  unproteAed  ;  and  Scotland,  like  France,  it 
a  land  of  defpotifm  and  opprcOion-  '  After  having  beftowed  a  very 
warm  panegyric  on  Mr.  Adam,  who  had  that  day  *'  delivered  orrt 
ipf  the  moft  excellent  and  ai^gumcntative  fpecches  ever  heard  wtlvn 
thefe  walls,"^  Mr*  Fox  concluded  by  uigii^g,  that  the  picfcnt  qi:r:*- 
tion  was  of  the  very  firft  Importance,  not  only  to  the  people  of  Enc- 
land,  but  to  all  dvililed  focict)^  ^*  Till  fuch  time  as  there  is  3 
law  to  fend  me  to  Bdtany  Bay,  for  publicly  avowing  my  fentimcnt?» 
I  fhall  think  it  a  duty  incumbent  upon* me  to  condemn  the  acHonsof 
thofe  in  power,  whenever  they  call  forth  the  execration  of  nriankin^. 
If  England,  unhappily  rclapfing  into  defpotifm,  fhould  ever  be  gf>- 
vcmed  by  fuch  principles,  then  fareweW,  a  long  farewell,  to  nur 
boaftcd  freedom  !  And  fure  I  am^  tf^at  no  country  conne6hrd  »irH 
it^  can  ever  enjoy  civil  liberty.'* 

Mr.  Chancellor  PITT  fald,  that  he  would  not  be  under  the 
ncccflity  of  troubling  the  Houlc  at  much  length,  upon  a  fubjcfl  xMiA 
had  already  undergone  fuch  ample  inveftigation.  The  grounds  of 
difcufTjon  were  fimple  ;  and^  in  his  opinion,  an  inquiry  into  thij 
bufin^fs  would  lead  to  the  conclufion,  that  no  doubt  could  be  enter- 
tained, either  of  the  legality  of  the  trials  under  review,  or  of  thf 
propriety  of  the  manner  in  which  the  Lords  of  jufticiary  had  exer- 
cifed  their  difcretion  upon  the  occafion.  Upon  a  general  confiden- 
tion  of  the  various  afpedis  under  which' the  qucftion  had  been  con- 
fidcrcd,  it  would  appear  that  the  legality  of  thefe  fentcnces  woul<i 
depend  on  the  confh-ud^ion  and  operation  of  the  a6t  of  1703,  br 
virtue  of  which  the  Court  of  Jufticiary  was  empowered,  under  tl?c 
general  term  **  baniihmcnt,'*  to  pronounce  fentencc  of  tranfporta- 
tion.  By  arguing  upon  the  prcfent  cafes,  as  cafes  of  leafing-making, 
iws  honourable  friend  (the  Lord  Advocate)  did  not  mean  to  tlTcrti 
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tluiz  cv&i  for  that  offence  judgement  of  tranrpoitaClon  mi^t  not  be 
pronounced;  but  had  only  remarked  that,  in  his  opinion,  it  W9s 
I  noil  proper  to  prefer  indidments  ior  fedition,  which  made  the  de* 
Hnqucnts  liable  to  incur  arbitrary  punifhmenrs,  according  to  the 
>K:ottifli  law.     Previous  to  the  paflTing  of  tlie  a<3  of  tlie  reign  of 
C^een  Anne,     leafing-makingt  under  various  modifications,  was 
nnadc  a  capital  offence  by  different  a6)s  of  Parliament.     The  object 
of  that  ftatute  was  to  take  away  the  capital  part  of  that  crime,  and 
&>  fabftitute   line,  in\prifonment,  or  banifhmcnt,  or  any  corpoml 
punifhrnent,  in  its  Acad.     Upon  an  attentive  coniidcration  of  the 
lutuie,  to  wliich  he  begged  leave  to  refer  the  Houfe,  it  would,  liow- 
vxr,  appear  tliat  tiie   term  ''  banUliment "  had  not  been  ufed  as 
pointing  out  a  particular  way  in  which  a  punifliment  was  to  be  in- 
liicicd,  but  had  only  been  .dated  as  one  among  the  many  other  modes 
of  arbitrary  punifliments  which  the  Court  of  Jufliciary  were  by  tliac 
fiatute  empowered  to  fubftitute  in  lieu  of  the  capital  one  w^ich  was 
fcrmerly  ufed.  .  If,  therefore,  the   punifliment  annexed   to  thefe 
crimes  Was  arbitrary,  the  Legiflature  mud.  certainly  have  meant  to 
ifiveft  the  Judges  with  a  difcretionary  power ;  and  as  the  Parliament 
had  frequently  fpcciiied  the  exercife  of  the  mitigated  mode  of  banifh- 
ment  to  which  fome  gentlemen  had  alluded,  it  would  follow,  that 
where  no  fuch  fpecitication  had  been  made,  the  general  power  of  b.i- 
nifhing,  according  to  the  utmoft  extent  of  the  term,  was  meant  to 
be  given  to  the  Judges  of  whom  he  fpoke.      From  a  variety  of  pre- 
cedents, which  had  occurred  from  the  year  i687toi754,  it  would 
appear  that  the  term  '^  banifhipent"  had  been  ufcd  in  the  fame 
fcnfe  put  up6n  it  by  his  honourable  friend  (tlie  Lord  Advocate),  and 
that  the  ftatute  of  Anne  had  adopted  it  in  the  fame  manner.  Having 
ftated  the  different  precedents,  he  proceeded  to  remark,  that  in  all 
the  inllances  which  he  had  adduced,  the  fentence  of  banifhment  hi\d 
been  followed  up  by  orders  for  tranfpprtation.     The  whole,  tliere- 
fbre,  of  an  honourable  gentleman's  argument,  prcxrccdcd  on  his  hav- 
ing confounded  the  dldin^tion  between  capital  and  arbitrary  punilh- 
mcnts. 

An  additional  proof  that  the  fhtute  of  Anne  meant  to  beftow  upon 
^c  Judges  the  power  of  fubflituting  the  latter  in  lieu  of  the  former, 
would  appear  flill  more  evident  from  the  cafe  of  Baillie,  which  hap- 
pened foon  after  the  ftatute  was  pafTed.  In  order,  however,  to 
evade  the  force  of  this  precedent,  a  violent  attack  had  been  made 
upon  the  Privy  Council  by  which  the  fentence  was  pronounced. 
For  fome  years  previous  to  the  Revolution,  efpecially  during  the 
reigns  of  Carles  and  James  the  Second,  he  admitted  that  the  pro- 
ceedings of  that  body  were  juilly  obnoxious  to  the  people.     But^ 
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after  die  ftc^ltition^  tfistt  body  was  not  fiippofed  to  be  ininiical  to 
Ac  progrcfs  of  civil  liberty  ;  but,  on  the  contrary,  during  the  reigns 
of  King  WHliom  and  .Queen  Anne,  the  Members  of  it  were  alwars 
deemed  the  moft  zealous  friends  to  the  freedom  of  the  ration.     It 
had  been  argued  againft  the  authority  of  this  precedent,  that  the 
Parliament  had  deliberately  fufFercd  the  law  which  it  paflcd  to  be 
^olated  by  this  Privy  Council,  as  anodier  punifhment  had  been  ad- 
ded  to  thofe  wfaidi  had  been  pointed  out  by  the  a6t.     This  aigu« 
Inent,  however,  proceeded  upon  a  mifconflrudion  of  Ae  ad  ia 
queftion :.  the  puni(hment  was  arbitrary  ;  and  it  being  fb,  die  pil- 
lory might  be  fuperadded  to  it  without  any  violation  of  the  law  in 
^ueftion.     At  this  diftancc  of  *time  it  was  impoflible  we  could  pre- 
cifely  know  the  objedls  which  the  fentence  againft  BailHe  had  in 
view ;  but  the  prefumption  ought  now  furely  to  be,  that  the  fenrcncc 
^msi  legal,  and  that  confequenily  the  Court  had  the  power  of  foper- 
f  dding  corporal  punifliment  and  infamy  to  fine,  imprifonmenr,  and 
banifhment.    ft  might  perhaps  be  contended,  that  all  thefe  remarks 
On  leafing-making  were  fuperfluous,  becaiife  the  pre^mt  offences  had 
btjen  fitted  as  inftanccs  of  fedition  {  and  from  thence  gentlemen  had 
been  pleafed  to  conclude,  that  they  were  not  at  all  punifhaUe  by  the 
cxifting  law  of  Scodand.     BiK  if  it  could  be  frjrioufly  aflertcd,  that 
no  punifliment  was  by  that  law  •provided  for  the  numerous  dafs  of 
crimes  wTiich  in  England  were  panifhed  either  as  mifdemeanors  or 
libels — if  that  law  was  fo  -deifeftivc,  and  authority  upon  that  fubjed 
fo  filent,  that  civil  fociety  of  which  we  were  Members  had  the  right, 
through  its  Magiftrates  and  judges,  ,to  declare  wherein  fedition  oon- 
fifted— «n  offence  which  \i^s  permanent  in  its  nature,  however  mo- 
dified by  circumftances,  times,  and  feafons.      On  die  contrary, 
however,  he  conceived,  that  by  the  common  law  of  Scodand,  all 
of  thefe  offences  which  were  not  included  widiin  the  five  fiatutes 
againft  leafing-making,  were  fedition,  and  confecjuendy  liablelo  in- 
cur arbitrary  puniftiment.     Thefe  crimes  of  fedition  were  made 
treafon  by  the  aS  1 584,  and  that  aft  eontinued in  4brcc  tiH'die  year 
X  737,  when  Scotch  and  Englifh  treafons  were  afTimilatcd  to  each 
dther ;  and  thus,  according  to  the  aigument  of  thegentfemcnc^^ 
fite,  in  the  interval  between  1703  and  1707,'  fhexrf^nces  oont^dncd 
in  the  afl  of  1584  were  either  reduced  to  nonentities,  or  canvcrtcd 
into  lealiT^-making  or  fedition.  .  It  had  been  ftatcd  as  a  'very  fingu- 
lar  phsenomenon,  that  no  recent  inftance  had  offered  itfdf  in  pnc- 
dce  with  regard  to  fedition  in  Scodaod,  -asid  yet  diere  had  been  two 
Irebellions  in  that  country.    But  whoever  had  ooniidercd  the  polidcsd 
agitations  of  that  part  of  the  united  kingdom,  muft  have  feen  dat 
the  'ftruggle  there  was  for  die  higher  ^xerdfe  of  power  and  picroga* 
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tive  to  a  ceitaia  faintly,  and  not  for  the  propBgati9n  of  principles^ 
whichy  by  exciting  difcontent  and  infurredtion  among  the  lover 
orders  of  the  community>  bad  a  tendency  to  promote  fedition.    The 
authority  of  Sir  George  Mackenzie,  vhich  feemed  to  be  pretty  much 
relied  on,  even  by  tliofe  who  moft  warmly  cenfured  him,  in  a  paiTagc 
in  his  Commentary  on  the  ftatute  10  James  VI.  c.  10.  enters  into 
a  minute  defcription  of  fedition,  which  muA  be  an  offence,  varying 
according  to  pai^icular  a£is,  times  and  countries,  but  which,  ypon 
the  w^e,  muft  in  Scottifli  jurifprudence  have  ever  been  efteemed 
a  diftinft  and  fpcciiic  crime,  liable  to  the  inflidlion  of  arbitrary  pu« 
nifhment.     The  legality  of  the  proceedings  being  thus  cftablilbed, 
he  mi^  next  call  the  attention  of  the  Houfe  to  the  circumAances  of 
the  trial,  as  dated  by  the  Lord  Advocate  ;  and  without  inquiring 
whether  the  country  was  exa^lly  divided  into  aflbciators  and  Repub- 
licans, he  muil  remark,  that  the  Jury  having  belonged  to  the  Gold- 
iiniths'  Hall  aflfociation,  could  be  no  juil  caufe  of  challenge,  as  they 
might  ftill  a^  with  the  mod  impartial  judice  towards  the  libeller, 
however  they  might  hate  the  libel.     An  honourable  gentleman 
(Mr.  Fox)  had  uttered  a  panegyric  on  non-aflfociators,  and  ye^he  bad 
himfelf  become  an  aiTociator,  and,  if  he  midook  not,  encouraged 
pntfecfutions ;  fo  that  in  his  opinion  it  was  innocent  at  lead  :  and 
though  the  Gpldfmith  affociation  did  not  chufe  to  admit  Muir  o£ 
their  number^  yet  could  that  circumdance  be  any  ferious  caufe  of 
challenge  to  a  Jury  compofed  of  its  Members  ?  This  whole  traof- 
action  had  been  reprefented  as  mod  oppreflive ;  but,  dripped  of  aU 
par^  exaggerations,  it  would  appear  that  the  quedion  with  rc;gard  tQ 
Flower's  book  had  been  waved,  that  indead  of  ranfackir^  the  ac« 
tions  of  Muir's  life,  none  but  thofe  of  the  three  lad  months  of 
it  had  been  inquired  into;  that  his  exculpatory  wimefs,  James 
Ruflcl,  had  not  been  examined,  iinom  his  own  miicondud ;  an4 
diat  the  circumdanccs  which  he  was  called  upon  to  prove,  were 
unequivocally  admitted  by  the  Lord  Advocate.     When  he  had  no 
doubt  of  the  legality  of  the  fentence,  he  would  not  be  difpofed  to 
entertain  furmifes  to  the  prejudice  of  the  judges,  on  account  of  any 
midakcn  expre0ions  they  might  ufe  ;  nor  would  he  think  it  at  aU 
nccedary  to  enter  into  any  judification  of  his  honourable  friend  (the 
Lord  Advocate)  wtdi  regard  to  the  part  he  had  aded  in  this  bufinels, 
nor  of  his  own  behaviour  in  the  quedion  of  Parliamentary  Reform ; 
and,  ladly,  he  thought  that  the  Judges  would  have  been  highly  cul- 
pable, if,  veded  as  they  were  with  difcretionary  powers,  they  had 
not  employed  them  for  the  prefent  punidiment  of  fuch  daring  delin- 
quents, and  the  fupprcfllon  of  dodlrines  fo  danginous  to  die  country. 

Mr.  FOX  explained  ;  denied  that  he  had  ever  coi^nteivuiced  j^(0« 
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fecutions,  and  moved  that  the  Bill  of  Rights  might  be  read ;  which 
was  done  accordingly. 

Mr.  ADAM  made  a  very  able  and  pointed  reply,  in  whidi  he 
again  exprcflfed  his  aftonifhment  that  Minifters  (hould  advife  the  exe- 
cution of  fuch  fentences  againft  men  whofe  offence  might  perhaps  be 
traced  to  the  doctrines  formerly  inculcated  by  fome  of  diofe  who  now 
held  diftinguifhed  fituations  in  the  cabinet. 

Mr.  Chancellor  PITT  rofe  again,  to  fay  that  he  faw  nothing  of 
promoting  a  Parliamentary  Reform  charged  in  the  IndiSmcnt  againil 
Mr.  Muir,  but  circulating  Painc's  book,  and  inculcating  the  perni- 
cious doctrines  it  contained  ;  nor  in  the  indidment  againft  Mr.  Pal- 
mer was  there  any  thing  charged  but  vilifying  this  country  in  com- 
parifon  of  a  country  with  which  we  were  at  war,  by  faying  diat  die 
war  was  juft  on  the  part  of  the  enemy,  and  confequcntly  unjuft  upon 
our  part. 

Mr.  GREY  faid,  that  he  would  not  take  up  the  time  of  the 
Houfe  at  diat  hour,  had  "not  the  ftrange  doclrincs  advanced  diat 
night,  compelled  him  to  rife ;  from  the  Chancellor  of  the  Exdic- 
quer  having  aflerted,  that  the  Judges  of  the  Court  of  Jufticiaiy,  in 
Scotland,  were  warranted  in  having  paffed  fuch  fevcre  fentences  on 
Meflfrs.  Muir  and  Palmer,  he  took  occafion  to  ftate  what  the  oflfen- 
ces  were  of  which  thefe  gentlemen  had  been  accufed.     He  proved 
diat  Mr.  Pitt  had  a£tcd  on  their  principles  at  the  meeting  at  the 
Thatched  Houfci  in   1782,  that  the  doSrines  promulgcd  fiom 
thence  by  Mr.  Pitt  and  the  Duke  of  Richmond  were  of  the  fame 
tendency  and  nature  as  thofe  maintained  by  thefe  two  unfortunate 
<gentlemen ;  nay,  that  the  Duke  of  Richmond  had  gone  greater 
lengths  than  either  of  them,  in  recommending  an  univerfal  fufFnige, 
and  telling  the  people  that  they  muft  depend  on  their  oiMt*  exertions 
in  pixxrurir^  a  Parliamentary  Reform  ;  that  the  efforts  of  the  noble 
Duke,  and  the  Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer,  in  1782,  on  that 
fubjefV,  might  be  regarded  as  having  produced  the  ^exertions  of 
Meffrs.  Muir  and  Palmer  in  Scotland.     But  what ^tis  the  rcfult  ? 
The  noble  Duke  and  Mr.  Pitt  fat  in  His  Majcfty's  Cabmet,  and 
gave  their  fanftjon  for  carrying  into  execution  the  fentences  paiTcdon 
Mr.  Palmer  and  Mr.  Muir,  that  they  (hould  be  banilhed  for  four- 
teen years,  and  doomed  to  live  with  the  out-cafts  of  fociety. 

Mr.  Grey  concluded  by  faying,  tliat  he  entirely  agreed  with 
his  friend  Mr.  Fox,  that  if  the  criminal  laws  of  Scotland  were  ex- 
tended to  England,  then  it  would  no  longer  be  the  country  where  a 
freeman  could  live. 

The  Houfe  then  divided  : 

For  the  motion  32 — Againft  it  17 1. — ^Majority  139. 
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LIST  of  the  MINORITY  ort  Mr.  ADAM's  Motion. 


Rijrht  Hon.  Charles  J.  Fox 
S.  Whitbrcad,  Efq. 
Major  Miiitland 
Lord  John  Townfend, 
Lord  William  Ruflell 
Hon.  Sc.  Andrew  St.  John, 
Lord  Robert  Spencer, 
General  Fitzpatrick 
Hon-  T.  Erikine 
William  Adam,  Efq. 
Dudley  North,  Efq. 
Thomas  Thompfon,  Efq. 
Henry  Howard,  Efq. 
Bcnjimin  Vaughan,  Efq. 
Colonel  Macleod 


Colonel  Tarleton, 

M.  A.  Taylor,  Efq. 

Philip  Francis,  Efq. 

Tames  Walwyn,  Eig. 

William  Plumer,  E(q» 

William  Smith,  Efq. 

James  Hare,  Efq. 

George  Byng,  Efq. 

Earl  Wycombe, 

Hon.  Edward  Bouverie) 

Hon.  W.  H.  Bourene 

Sir  Edward  Winningtoni  Bart^ 

R.  P.  Knij^ht,  Efg. 

John  Harrifon, '  Efq. 
ohn  Courtenay,  Efq» 


TELLERS. 


R.  B.  Sheridan,  Efq. 


Charles  Grey,  Efq. 


Wednejdaji   1 2/A  March. 
Went  through  a  number  of  bills  in  difFerent  ftagiK. 

Thurfdayy   I  yh  March. 

The  Houfe  refolvcd  itfelf  into  a  Committee,  Mr.  Minchen  in 
the  chair,  to  confider  of  the  bill  for  incre^lingthe  milida  forces  in 
this  kingdom. 

Mr.  POW YS  was  prepared,  as  far  as  he  had  read  the  blll>  to 
give  his  hearty  aiTent  to  it ;  he  only  wifhed  to  fee  a  daufe  introduced 
to  provide  for  the  wives  and  children  of  fuch  milida-men,  as  might 
be  embodied  under  it,  (imilar  to  that  claufe  which  Was  adopted  in 
thefonner  bill. 

Mr.  STEEL  faid,  he  approved  of  the  fu^ftion,  and  as  it  was 
open  to  any  Member  to  move  fuch  a  claufe,  in  that  or  any  future 
.ibige  of  the  bill,  he  (hould  not  fail  to  give  it  his  f  Jtpport. 

Mr.  M.  A.  Taylor  declared,  that  he  was  a  friend  to  the  princi- 
ple of  the  bill,  but  he  thought  it  ought  to  name  a  defcription  of 
men  to  be  embodied  under  it,  as  by  taking  married  men  from  their 
families,  the  parifh  would  feel  it  exceedingly  inconvenient,  efpeci-* 
ally  if  their  families  were  large. ' 

The  bill  was  then  read,  claufe  by  claufe,  the  blanks  filled  up^ 
agreed  xo^  and  ordered  to  be  repotted  on  Wednefday  next. 

Friday y   \/^h  March. 

Mr.  ADAM  gave  notice,  that  he  (hould  on  a  future  day  renew 
the  difcqffion  of  a  fubjed  which  had  occupied  in  foine  degree  the 
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attention  of  Parliament  already,  he  meant  thai  of  the  criminal  hw 
of  Scotland.  His  ohjedt  was  to  bring  that  confideratton.  forward  in 
a  form  that  had  not  been  yet  before  the  Houfe.  He  (hould  movt 
for  leave  to  bring  in  a  bill  for  aflimilating  the  criminal  lamr  of  Soot- 
land  to  the  law  of  England ;  and  that  he  (hould  make  that  motion 
on  Tuefday  fe'nnlght. 

On  reading  die  order  of  the  day,  for  the  Tccommitment  of  the 
report  of  the  Committee  of  the  whole  Houfe,  on  the  bill  for  pre- 
venting the  fupply  of  foreign  territories  with  flaves  by  Bridfh  ffaips, 
or  by  Britifh  fubjecls. 

Lord  SHEFFIELD  faid,  as  he  difapproved  the  whole  of  the  bSZ^ 
he  (hould  objed  to  the  recommitment ;  and  neidier  the  abundance 
of  declamation  which  he  h^d  heard  in  other  (lages  of  the  btilinefi, 
nor  the  uncandid  fuggeftions,  nor  the  denunciations  again0  diofe 
who  prefumed  to  differ  in  opinion  from  the  movers  of  the  queftioft, 
(hould  prevent  him  from  faying,  that  of  all  the  attempts  at  the  abo- 
lition of  the  (lave  trade,  this  was  the  mod  fenfclefs.     He  (aid  (he 
moft  feofelefs,  becaufe  it  may  do  great  miichief,  but  cannot  poflSUy 
attain  its  objedt.    The  prefumed  motive  of  the  mcafure  is  humanity. 
The  objcdt  of  the  bill  is  to  prevent  the  carriage  of  flaves  to  die  fo- 
reign Weft  Indies.     He  faid  it  muft  be  obvious  to  eveiy  man  of 
common  fcnfe  (wltlun  livhich  defcription  he  did  not  mean  to  indude 
die  endiufiaft  tvho  is  led  by  his  feelings  and  not  by  reafon),  that  the 
purpofe  of  humanity  would  be  anfwered  infinitely  better  by  convey- 
ing Negroes  in  Briti(h  (hipping,  under  good  and  proper  rq^adons, 
tiian  in  die  pxomifcoous  (hfpping  of  Eun)pc,*  imdcr  no  regulation  at 
HI.    It  was  no  Irfs  obvious  that  Briufh  law  can  only  char^  die  flag 
vnder  which  Ncgrbey  (hall  be  com'cyed,  but  that  not  a  (ii^le  (lave 
Icfs  will  be  canied  to  the  Weft  Indies.     A  Britilh  aA  indeed  might 
turn  the  trade  into  afnothcr  channel,  and  deprive  this  country  of  great 
advantages  m  refpcft  to  navigation,  and  of  much  profit-;  but  not- 
withftanding  the  extravagant  and  defpotic  claufes  which  were  to  be 
found  towards  the  end  of  the  bill,  which,  ftom  their  mtcrfercnce 
with  the  management  of  property,  would  only  revolt  mafikind,  and 
would  never  be  enforced,  he  could  not  help  flattering  himfdf  that 
Britilh  merchants  ^ould  find  the  means  of  fulfillii^  their  contradt 
with  the  Spaniards,  the  Danes,  and  the  Dutch,  •e^cially  trith  the 
iormcTf  by  which  many  dollars  would  be  brought  irtto  our  idands, 
and  die  advantageous  trade  we  have  widi  the  Spani(h  Weft  Indb 
would  be  prcferved.     Great  Britain,  indeed,  will  lofc  the  benefit 
of  fitting  out  (hipping ;  a  benefit  of  which  (he  (hooM  be  moft  jealous, 
and  Inftead  of  fehding  many  manufafturers  from  tfiis  country,  evciy 
article  will  be  fuppUcd  at  the  foreign  port  where  the  ifaippiflg  till 
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equipped,   to  the  great  prejudice  of  this  nation.     He  obferved, 
our  ^ders  had  an  opportunity  of  difpofing  of  a  redundancy, 
our  plantations  could  not  be  fure  of  a  conftant  and  ftcady  fupply. 
did,  if  the  bill  fhould  pafs  into  a  law,  it  wou}d  difguft  the  loyal 
'Wcll-difpofcd  planters,  the  merchants,  and  every  rational  man  who 
really  underftood  the  fubjcft ;  and  that  notliing  can  be  more  impoli- 
tic nor  unjuil,  than  the  condufl  whidi  was  held  towards  the  Weft 
Indians.     He  wifticd  the  honourable  mover  of  the  bill  would  in 
theie  fevcrifli  times  fparc  his  country ;  that  he  would  fpare  the  con- 
fiftency  of  his  friend,  whom  he  induces  to  promote  one  of  the  greateft 
revolutions  which  can  be  conceived  in  refpecS  to  property  and  com- 
merce, whilfthc  thinks  it  ricccffary  to  declare  againft  the  flightcft  in- 
novation or  change  in  other  matters,  even  where  the  propriety  of 
tiiat  change  is  not  doubtful.     He  concluded  by  faying,  it  would  be 
as  unpieafant  to  him  to  repeat,  as  for  the  Houfe  to  hear,  the  argu- 
ments which  have  been  fo  often  urged  on  this  fubje6l.     He  fliould 
therefore  content  himfelf  with  movmg,  that  the  fpeaker  do  not  leave 
Ac  diair. 

Mr.  WILBERFORCE  exprefled  fome  furprife  at  the  oppofition 
cf  the  ndble  Lord  in  the  prcfcnt  ftage  of  this  bill,  ^and  could  not 
help  diinking  that,  if  his  Lordihip  had  been  prcfent  the  other  night, 
iwhcn  the  bill  was  in  a  Committee,  he  would  have  forborne  to  op- 
pofc  the  prcfent  motion ;  for  he  would  have  known  that  at  that  time 
it  was  underftood  on  both  (ides  that  the  bill  was  to  be  recommitted 
^  a  matter  of  courfe,  and  that  the  oppofition,  if  any,  was  to  be 
made  in  a  future  ftage.  He  then  juftified  himfelf  as  to  his  motives 
for  preffing  this  fubjed  forward,  and  difclaimed  all  idea  cf  endanger- 
ing the  commercial  interefts  of  this  countrj^,  at  diis  or  any  other 
time  ;  on  the  contrary,  he  was  convinced  that  the  prefent  Lill  would 
add  to  the  promotion  of  our  commercial  and  other  intercfts. 

Lord  SHEFFIELD  explained,  and  faid  that  he  was  prefent  on 
the  former  debate  in  the  Committee  on  this  bill,  and  that  the  occafion 
why  he  took  no  ifhare  in  oppofing  any  of  the  provifions  of  the  bill 
Iras,  that  his  objedlion  was  to  the  whole  of  the  principle,  and  there- 
fore it  Was  unneccffary  fof  him  to  enter  on  the  detail  of  it. 

Mr.  DENT  faid  a  few  words,  as  did  alfo  Sir  William  Young. 
Mr.  -FOX  obferved  that  the  noble  Lord  who  had  juft  fpoken,  had 
ftated'his  hope  that  this  bill,  if  paffed  into  a  law,  would  be  difobcyed  ; 
now  whether  in  thcfe  feverifti  times,  as  he  termed  them,  it  was  a 
fit  doflrine  to  hold  out  to  a  clafs  of  people  that  they  (hould  difobcy 
anaift  of  Parliament,  he  (hould  leave  to  his  Lordfliip's  confideration. 
He  faid  that  the  aA  would  be  wholly  nugatory.  Mr.  Fox  hoped 
not ;  but  even  if  he  was  convinced  it  fliould,  he  even  then  fliould 
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vote  for  it ;  becaufe  he  fhould  think  it  ibmethijig  gained  to  the  caufc 
of  juftice  and  humanity  if  the  bill  fhould  pafs,  for  it  would  convey 
to  the  world  at  large,  by  an  authentic  document,  the '  fentiments 
.  of  the  Parliament  of  Great  Britain  on  this  abominable  traffic.  But 
he  did  not  think  the  bill  would  be  nugatory,  and  although  it  did 
not  proceed  fo  far  as  lie  could  wiih  towards  the  fuppreflkm  of  the 
flave  trade,  yet  he  thought  it  contained  for  that  purpofe  provifkni  of 
confidcrable  importance. 

The  Houfc  divided, 
For  the  re-commitment  of  the  bill,   89— Againft  it,    47- 

The  Houfc  in  a  Committee,  went  through  the  bill  with  fcvcral 
amendments,  and  the  report  was  received  immediately.  The 
amendments  were  read  a  firfl  time,  and  on  the  queition  for  the  fe- 
cond  reading  of  them, 

Mr.  LECHMERE  affigncd  his  reafons  for  not  bringing  (brward 
the  regulations  which  he  intended  to  fubmit  to  the  Houfc,  in  pre- 
ference to  an  abolition  of  this  trade,  of  which  he  gave  notice  laft 
feffion  of  Parliament.  Having  adigned  thcfe  reafons,  and  findii^ 
he  could  not  now  give  his  fentiments  at  large  on  the  general  queftion 
of  the  total  abolition  of  the  flave  trade,  he  could  only  fay,  that  this 
bill  appeared  to  him  to  be  nugatory,  as  to  the  good  propofcd  to  be 
done  by  it,  and  oppreflivc  to  many  perfons,  in  as  much  as  it  pre- 
^  vented  tlieir  difpofing  of  their  property  in  the  nK>(l  advantageous 
manner. 

The  amendments  were  then  read  and  agreed  to,  with  an  addi- 
tional amendment,  propofed  by  Mr.  Serjeant  Adair.  The  bM  was 
ordered  to  be  ingroffcd,  and  to  be  read  a  third  time  on  Monday,  if 
then  ingroffed. 

Mr.  GREY  called  the  attention  of  the  Houfe  to  the  fubjcd  of 
which  he  had  given  notice,  the  queftion  of  the  prerogative  of  the 
Crown  to  land  foreign  troops  in  this  country  without  the  confcnt  of 
Parliament.  In  what  he  had  to  fubmit,  he  had  the  fatisfadion  to 
afTure  the  Houfe  it  would  not  be  necefTsgy  for  him  to  trouble  diem 
at  any  confidcrable  length.  If  on  a  former  day,  when  he  had  the 
honour  of  moving  a  refolution  relative  to  the  introdudtion  of  fere^ 
troops,  it  was  a  reproach  to  him  that  he  did  not  afford  any  new 
light  on  the  fubjedl,  his  detaining  the  Houfe  for  a  long  time  on 
what  he  had  now  to  uige,  would  be  ftill  a  greater  reproach  to  hiin> 
becaufe  he  confefTed  he  had  nothing  now  to  advance  that  was  more 
applicable  to  the  queftion  which  he  intended  to  fubmit  to  the  fenfe 
of  the  Houfe  to  night,  than  what  he  had  the  honour  of  fubmitdpg 
when  he  moved  that  refolution.  He  muft  fay,  however,  that  no- 
thing pafTed  on  that  night  that  made  it  neceffaiy  in  pcnnt  of  eonlift' 
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cncy  for  thofc  who  oppofed  his  motion  then,  to  pppofe  the  modoa 
wiA  'which  he  ihould  have  the  honour  of  concluding  to-night ;  al- 
though he  cOnfeiTed  that  he  (hould  be  able  to  adduce  but  very  few 
arguments  upon  this  queiHon,  which  were  not  applicable  to  the 
former  one,  yet  the  motion  he  (hould  make  to-night  was  of  a  differ- 
ent nature  from  that  which  he  moved  on  a  former  night.     The 
point  ^ich  he  had  in  v*iew  on  the  former  debate,  appeared  to  liim 
fo  clearly  founded  on  conflitutional  principles,  and  fo  well  provided 
for  by  the  law  of  this  country,  that  he  did  not  fee  how  it  could  be 
oppofed  on  its  own  grounds ;  indeed  it  was  never  fo  oppofed,  for 
with  a  very  few  exceptions,  the  point  had  been  admitted.     Only 
four  Members  in  that  Houfe  had  denied  his  propofition,  that  the 
King  has  no  right,  either  in  time  of  peace  or  in  time  of  war,  to 
land  foreign  troops  in  this  country  witliout  the  confent  of  Parliament. 
Only  four  Members  of  that  Houfe  had  ventured  to  qucftion  that 
propofition.     One  of  thefe  gentlemen  (Mr.  Wallace)  had  indeed 
gone  fo  far  as  to  maintain  that  the  King  had  a  right,  at  his  own  will 
and  difcretion,  independent  of  the  confent  of  Parliament,  to  introduce 
into  this  country  any  number  of  foreign  trcx)ps ;  that  His  Majefty 
would  be  juftiBed  in  ading  upon  that  prerogative  in  oppofition  to  the 
Houfe  of  Commons :  on  hearing  fuch  fentiments  a  murmur  per* 
vaded  the  Houfe.     When  the  fame  opinion,  with  a  little  (hade  of 
difierence,  came  from  the  Minifter,  he  was  forry  to  fay  the  fame 
niark  of  difapprobation  did  not  follow.     If  the  Minifter  had  done 
diat  which  he  faid  he  was  ready  to  do,  and  what  he  ought  lb  have 
done,  and  have  ventured  to  come  to  a  dire£l  queftion  upon  that  fub« 
jed,  he  did  not  believe  that  he  would  have  found  His  Majefty  fo 
implicit  as  he  found  them  on  fome  occafions.     If  the  motion  with 
which  he  fhould  conclude  to-night  (hould  only  compel  the  Minifter 
to  retrafl  or  to  qualify  the  opinion  which  he  gave  the  other  night, 
fome  gtxxi  might  arifc  out  of  it.     The  Houfe  knew  very  well  that 
the  Minifter  had  a  great  power  of  words,  and  that  he  was  equally 
(killed,  and  often  fuccefsful  in  explaining  what  was  obfcure,  and 
confounding  what  was  clear,  and  even,  when  hardly  preffed  to  ac- 
count for  Mhat  he  advanced,  he  could  in  tlie  courfcof  the  debate 
find  out  fome  accommodation  tliat  would  (hclter  him..     But  on  the 
occafion  now  alluded  to,  his  opinion  was  given  in  too  unqualified  a 
manner  to  admit  of  that  dexterity.     The  propofition  was,  that  the 
King  had  not,  by  the  principles  of  the  Conftitution  or  by  the  law  of 
the  land,  any  right  to  bring  into  this  country,  in  time  of  war  or 
peace,  any  foreign  trcwps  whatever,  without  the  confent  of  Parlia- 
ment.    The  Minifter  declared  he  was  ready  to  meet  that  propofition 
widi  a  diredl  native,  and  therefore  he  muft  maintain  that  the 
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King  hasy  ^ulhout  the  concurrence  of  Parliament  firft  had  and  ob- 
tained, a  righty  according  to  the  principles  and  pra(3ice  of  the  Coa« 
ftitiition  of  England,  and  the  law  of  die  land,  to  introduce  ferdgja 
troops,  to  any  nunibcr,  whenever  he  pleafcs.  This  alarming  alTer- 
tion  from  the  King's' Minidcr  made  it  abfdutely  neceiTary  for  the 
Houfe  of  Commons  to  take  fome.flep  to  counteradl  the  cEEc£k  that 
might  otherwife  be  produced  by  it,  for  if  ftiffercd  to  pafs,  it  might 
hereafter  be  quoted  as  a  precedent,  and  finally,  produce  the  rooft 
fatal  cfFcdt  to  the  lilnrrtics  of  the  people  ;  and  therefore  it  was  that 
he  felt  it  his  duty  to  renew  this  fubje(fl ;  and  although  it  might  not 
be  attended  by  complete  fuccefs  at  once,  yet  by  kecpii^  the  point 
up,  and  calling  the  attention  of  Pariiament  from  time  to  time,  at 
kA  he  might  receive  a  parliamentary  fan3ion  in  favour  of  the  FiJb- 
lie,  which  no  Minifter  would  dare  to  combat. 

On  a  former  occafion  it  was  faid  he  brought  farward  an  abfinA 
propoiitlon,  and  fuch  as  it  was  not  ncceflary  to  difcufs,  and  under  tiai 
idea  his  propofition  was  oppofed  chiefly  by  negative  aiguments^  and  it 
was  thought  a  matter  of  prudence  not  to  come  to  any  deterxpination 
upon  it,  it  was  with  that  view  that  a  learned  gentleman  (Mr.  Ser- 
jeant Adair)  had  moved  the  previous  queition  upon  that  occafiou. 
He  did  not  wifh  to  renew  the  difcufTion  of  what  miglit  be  called  an 
abftra^t  propofition  for  its  own  fake  j  but  when  the  denial  of  that 
propofition  led  to  principles  that  were  in  their  nature  liodileio/icc- 
dom,  he  felt  no  diijiculty  in  maintainii^  an  abfiradi  propc^tion^  and 
he  faw  no  reafon  why  the  Houfe  fhould  fhun  the  difcullion  of  ic— 
The  qucilioD  here  was,  whether  in  tlic  landing  of  the  HefllaQ 
troops  tliere  ^-ag  not  a  practical  breach  of  a  clear  eitablinicd  abfind 
propt^fition  ?  and  this,  he  maintained,  was  the  btSt.     fiy  the  yf^t 
It  came  a  little  inconfiftently  from  the  Miniftcr  to  objc<ft  to  thr  &- 
cuflion  of  an  abftra^l  propofition  which  he  himfclf  had  created  by 
his  dodlrine^  and  when  he  himfclf  too  had  formed  fevcral  important 
rcfolutions  on  a  well-known  cKcafion,  and  that  too  merely  in  anf  »tr 
to  the  opinion  of  an  individual  (Mr.  Fox  on  the  qucftion  of  the 
'Regency).      Indeed  he  thought  the  landing  of  the  Hcflian  troops, 
however  it  might  be  juftiticd  by  ncceffity,  was  fo  clearly  againft 
law,   that  the  Houfe  of  Commons  could  not  do  better  tlian  to 
make  as  fpeedy  an  atonement  as  poflible  to  the  people  for  the  breach 
of  the  Conftitution,  by  taking  a  nicafure  to  prevent  the  injury  from 
bearing  the  fanclion  of  a  precedent.     Tl\at  the  mcafurc  to  vhich 
he  alluded  was  illcgnl,  he  had  no  doubt— he  underftood  diat  to  be 
p'ctty  generally  admitted  ; — and  therefore  he  fhould  avoid  cntcriiig 
now  into  many  of  tlie  arg»iments  he  had  urged  himfdf^  and  had 
heard  from  others  upo»  that  fubjciJl. 
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As  to  the  pofirive  law  of  the'fubjeft,  he  had  argued,  firft,  from 
the  general  fpirit  of  the  Bill  of  Rights,  and  the  liberal  conftfiiftion 
which  ought  to  be  put  upon  it ;  and  then  from  the  pofitive  a<fts  of 
Parliament  which,  followed  that  Bill  of  Rights ;  but  particularly 
from  the  meffage  of  King.  William,  and  the  anfwer  of  die  Houfe 
of  Commons  to  that  mcfliige,  by  which  they  peremptorily  refufed 
to  allow  His  Majefty  to  keep  his  Dutch  troops  even  in  tiipe  of 
peace.      He  would  maintain  he  was  juftified  in  faying  that,  accord- 
ing to  all  thefe  authorities,  the  King  had  no  right,  either  by  law 
or  the  •practice  of  the  Conftitution,  to  bring  foreign  troops  into  this 
country  at  any  time,  without  the  confent  of  Parlianrtent.     This 
poiat  was  fupported  alfo  by  the  Aft  of  Settlement,  which  faid,  that 
no  foreigner  could,'  under  any  circumftance  whatever,  hold  any  office 
of  civil  or  military  truft  in  this  countiry  ;  and  by  the  Mutiny  Bill, 
by  which  it  appeared  that  fuch  foreign  troops,  when  in  this  country, 
could  not  by  any  legal  means  whatever  be  under  any  militar}'  law. 
Until  he  heard  fomething  better  on  the  other  fide  than  had  yet  been 
urged,  he  fliould  fay  that  the  landing  of  thefe  troops  was  againft  the 
law,  and  the  pradlice  of  the  Conftitution,  of  this  country.     So  clear 
was  the  point  as  to  the  employment  of  foreigner^  in  any  office  of 
civil  or  militar)'^  truft,  that  the  adt  of  the  ift  of  George  I.  which 
was  an  amendment  of  the  AcS  of  Settlement,  enaded,    that  in 
cvciy  naturalization  bill,  it  fhould  be  cxprefsly  enabled,  that  the 
pcrfon  naturalized,  fhould  not  be  capable  of  holding  any  office  of 
civil  or  military  truft :  now  if  this  was  the  cafe,  he  wiftied  to  know* 
what  was  the  legal  fituation  of  all  the  officers  who  commanded 
thefe  Heffians  in  this  countrj\    Was  theirs  not  an  office  of  military 
truft  ?  He  expedlcd  therefore  to  hear  fomc  better  reafons  than  he 
had  yet  heiard  for  the  conftitutional  right  of  the  King  to  bring  fo- 
reign troops  into  this  country.     He  knew  that  it  was  Againft. the' 
practice  as  well  as  the  principles  of  our  free  conftitution.     He 
might  indeed  be  told  of  fomc  precedents  to  the  contrar)\    But  were 
there  any  fuch  precedents,  he  was  prepared  to  fay  they  were  not  of 
the  leaft  importance.     He  would  go  farther,  and  fay,  that  if  there 
had  been  an  uninterrupted  ferics  of  precedents,  from  the  Revolution 
down  to  the  prcfent  hour,  they  were  notliing  if  they  were  .contrary 
to  law  ;  for  no  number  of  precedents  could  fanftion  illegality,  and 
that  which  was  once  proved  to  be  unjuft,  muft  for  ever  remain  fo, 
notwithftanding  the  number  of  inftanccs  in  which  it  is  repeated ; 
but  in  point  of  hiftory,  he  maintained,  that  the  precedents  were  in 
favour  of  his  propofition  ;  and  he  challenged  gentlemen  on  the  other 
fide  to  fhew  the  contrary.     He  muft  here  repeat  what  he  had  faid 
on  a  former  occafion,  that  it  was  not  any  diftruft  in  His  Majefty, 
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or  any  fufpi9ion  of  His  Majefty's  defigns,  which  occafioned  his  in- 
iifting  on  this  conftitutional  point. .    He  had  no  fuch  fufpicion  or 
diftruft,  but  he  wanted  to  guard  agiinft  the  admifTion  of  a  dangerous 
dodrine,  and  againft  the  eftablifhnient  of  a  dangerous  precedent, 
fuch  as  the  prcfent  might  be,  if  not  done  away  by  the  rcfoludcms 
of  the  Houfe  of  Commons;  and  whatever  confidence  Miniftcrs 
might  have  in  the  prefumption  of  their  having  a£led  (rom  neccfCty, 
and  therefore  that  they  needed  no  indemmty  for  whajt  they  did,  the 
Houfe  of  Commons  (hould  take  care  of  the  principles  of  the  Con- 
ftitution,  and  not  pafs  over  an  illegal  z6\.  to  gratify  the  pride  of 
Minifters,  who  might  think  themfelves  too  fecure  to  need  any  in- 
demnity whatfoever :  that  was  a  fort  of  pride  in  which  the  Houle 
fliould  not  indulge  any  pcrfons  whomfocver,  when  fuch  indulgence 
might  lead  to  the  mod  dangerous  confequences.     He  wi(hed  the 
Houfe  to  look  at  the  pofllble  eiFc£t  of  fuch  a  meafure  as  this.    The 
King  had  the  power  of  condufting  all  the  military  operations  of 
this  country.    If  the  Miniftcr's  dodlrine  was  right,  the  King  might 
bring  into  this  country  any  number  of  foreign  troops  he  pleafed ; 
as  Eledlor  of  Hanover  he  might  introduce  a  number  of  Hanoverian 
troops ;.  or  pour  in  an  army  of  his  German  fubfidiaries  from  various 
places,  which  were  too  numerous  and  uncouth  to  name  in  an  Eng* 
lifli  Houfe  of  Commons.— He  w^s  at  prefent  engaged  with  4c 
greateft  powers  of  Europe,  in  a  war  againd  France ;  he  might  con- 
fult  with  all  thefe,  and  it  might  be  agreed  that  troops  fix)m  Hano- 
ver, from  Auftria,  from  Pruflia  and  Ruffia,  (hould  be  brou^  to 
this  country  to  any  number ;  the  whole  proceeding  was  to  be  faiic- 
tioned  as  legal,  if  a' gracious  meffage  came  from  the  King  that  fuch 
a  thing  had  been  done !  Where  was,  then,  the  fecurity  of  this 
country  for  its  freedom  ?  Let  the  Houfe  refleft  on  this,  and  let 
them  not  be  too  confident  in  the  profcfTions  of  any  individual ;  he 
was  fure,  if  experience  was  the  rule  to  guide  us,  wc  had  no  rcafon 
to  rely  on  the  advice  which  the  prefent  Miniftcr  might  give  to  the 
Throne,^  for  he  had  already  advifed  it  to  aft  in  defiance  of  the  de- 
clared fcnfe  of  the  Houfe  of  Commons.     In  fhort,  he  thought  the 
Houfe,  in  all  meflfages  fbm  the  Throne,  (hould  remember  the  an- 
fwer  of  Sir  Edward  Coke  to  King  Charles  the  Firft,  who,  in  a 
meffage  to  the  Houfe  of  Commons,  had  afTured  them,  he  meant 
nothing  hoftile  to  the  liberties  of  the  peoplq,  and  that  he  would 
carefully  prcfcrve  them  inviolate,  &c.     Here  Mr.  Grey  read  the 
anfwer  "of  Lord  (then  Sir  Edward)  Coke,  the  fubflance  of  vhidi 
was,  that  "  the  meffages  of  the  King  were  very  gracious,  but  tlicy 
muft  look  to  the  law  of  the  realm  as  the  rule  of  their  condud,  not 
that  they  difbruftcd  the  King,  but  that  they  were  bound  to  put  no 
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coTifidence  in  his  meflagesy  except:  in  a  parliamentary  way.'*— Mr. 
CJrcy  concluded  with  fayipg,  that  in  order  that  the  proceeding  of 
this  night  might  go  down  to  pofterity  to  be  judged  of  by  them,  he 
ihould  defire  that  cxtradts  of  the  Bill  of  Rights,  the  Mutiny  Bill, 
and  Acts  of  Parliament  might  be  read ;  which  being  done,  he 
xnoved,  **  That  leave  be  given  to  bring  in  a  bill  for  indemnifying 
all  pcrfons  who  ihall  have  advifed  His  Majefty  to  order  the  landing 
of  any  foreign  troops  that  may  now  be  in  this  country,"  &c. 

Mr.  FRANCIS  feconded  the  motion  in  a  few  words.    He  faid, 
that  if  the  principles  on  which  the  introdudtion  of  foreign  troops  at 
the  difcretion  of  the  Crown  had  been  defended,  were  once  admitted 
and  cftablifhed,  and  if  the  meafure  itfelf  were  not  marked  by  Par- 
liament, as  an  adt  which,  though,  in  the  immediate  iAftance  might 
be  forgiven,  could  never  be  juftified  on  general  principles  ;  it  would 
be  in  vain  to  talk  of  conftitutional  iecurities  for  the  future  freedom 
of  this  country.     On  one  fide  you  would  foon  fee  the  rights  and 
claims  of  a  feeble,  broken  Conflitution,  and  a  German  army  on  the 
other.    An  honourable  gentleman,  (Mr.  Wallace)  on  a  late  occafion, 
had  ventured  to  affirm,  "  that  the  King  not  only  had  a  right  to 
**  bring  over  a  foreign  force  at  his  pleafure,  without  the  pfevious 
**  content,  but  even  againft  the  avowed  inclination  of  Parliament.** 
When  that  extravagant  language  was  ufed  by  that  perfon,  an  uni- 
verfal  murmur  of  difapprobation  ran  through  the  Houfc.     Yet, 
when  in  efFcft  the  very  fame  do6b:ine  was  maintained  by  the  Chan- 
cellor of  the  Exchequer,  with  no  other  qualification,  but  that  the 
Houfe  ftill  would  have  the  command  of  the  public  purfe,  and  might 
refiife  to  provide  for  the  pay  of  fuch  foreign  troops,  th'e  Houfe  had 
liftened  to  him  without  any  apparent  difguft,  and  had  feemed  to 
aflent  to  his  opinion.     Such  was  the  weight  of  that  gentleman's  au- 
thority !  But  what  was  the  fecurity  he  left  us,  againft  the  confc- 
quenccs  of  his  own  doctrine  ?  —Why,  the  Houfe  of  Commons 
would  be  at  liberty  to  choofc  whether  they  would  pay  the  foreign 
army,  already  in  the  heart  of  the  country.     Would  they  fo  I  The 
King,  by  the  fuppofition,  might  land  fifty  thoufand  Germans  in 
England,  might  keep  them  here,  even  againd  the  opinion  of  Parlia- 
ment, and  then  it  was  to  be  expefted  that  fuch  an  army  would  not 
provide  for  its  own  fubfiftcnce.      In  fuch  a  cafe  the  reraonftrances 
of  Parliament  would  avail  nothing,  unlefs  they  were  backed  by  the 
force  of  the  nation.    There  would  then  be  no  remedy  but  in  refift- 
ance,  without  which  all  the  other  rights  and  fecurities  of  the  people 
would  be  mere  (hadows.     Rcfiliance  then  would  not  only  be  jufti- 
fiable  but  indifpenfable.     But  would  you  wait  for  fuch  a  cafe,  and 
run  the  rifk  of  the  event  j  or  would  you  prevent  it  now,  by  biafi- 
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ing  the  doflrinc  fct  up  by  Mr.  Pitt,  and  making  it  dangerous,  at 
leaft,  if  not  imprad^icablc, .  for  him  or  any  other  Mimfter  to  drive 
the  country  to  that  hazardous  iffuc  ?     '    - 

Mr.  GRENVILLE  faid,  he  was  not  called  upon  (and  he  was 
extremely  happy  that  he  was  not)  to  define  exa6tty  in  ^at  Htuation 
the  people  would  or  would  not  be  juftlfied  in  refifting  their  governors; 
but  he  conceived  the  queftion  then  before  the  Houfc  was,  whether 
or  not  the  condudl  of  His  Majefty's  Minifters,  fo  far  as  related  to 
the  debarkation  of  the  Heflian  troops  in  this  country,  was  or  was 
not  contrary  to  the  law  and  conftitution  of  this  kingdom  r  The 
principles  upon  which  the  prefent  motion  mull  be  fupportcd,  Iiad 
been  argued  at  length  upon  the  night  when  the  fubjedl  was  under 
the  confideration  of  the  Houfe,  and  therefore  the  opinions  of  gen- 
tlemen muA  in  fome  degree  be  made  up  upon  it ;  and  thofe  who, 
upon  the  former  debate,  thought  the  condua  of  Minifters  improper, 
muft  now  vote  for  this  bill;  and  thofe  who  then  defended  Minifters 
upon  tlie  legality  or  upon  the  expediency  of  the  meafurc,  muft  now 
difapprove  of  the  intended  bill. 

Many  of  thofe  gentlemen  who,  upon  the  laft  night  of  difcufling 
this  fubjedl,  gave  a  (ilent  vote  in  favour  of  Miniftry,  had  been  re- 
prefented  as  admitting  the  illegality :  but,  contending  for  the  expe- 
diency of  the  meafurc,  he  wifhed  to  declare  that  he  was  not  one 
of  thofe,  becaufe,  if  the  Houfe  had  come  to  a  diftinc^  decifton  that 
night  upon  this  fubje6l>  his  vote  would  have  been  in  favour  of  Mi- 
nifters, as  well  upon  the  legality  as  upon  the  expediency  of  die 
jneafure;  and  if  the  previous  queftion  had  not  been  rhovcd,  he 
fliould  have  given  his  diftindl  negative  to  the  motion. 

This  being  one  of  the  moft  grave  and  important  queftions  which 
could  poflibly  claim  the  attention  of  Parliament,  he  had  felt  himfclf 
bound  td  look  with  great  minutcnefs  into  the  law  upon  the  fubjccl,- 
becaufe,  after  what  he  had  heard,  he  expedled  to  have  been  able  to 
find,  in  fome  part  of  our  law,  a  clear,  diftin<Sl  dictum  upon  the 
fubjedl.  With  every  pofllble  attention  which  he  could  give  the 
queftion,  he  was  not  able  to  find  any  one  declaration  of  law  which 
could  be  faid  fairly  to  apply  to  the  prefent  cafe ;  and  he  thought 
gentlemen  did  not  a<S  with  candour  when  they  treated  every  attempt 
to  fhew  the  inapplicability  of  the  law  to  the  prefent  cafe  with  con- 
tempt and  ridicule,  becaufe  the  diftindion  was,  in  his  opinion, 
extremely,  obvious. 

He  then  begged  permiflion  of  the  Houfe  to  ftatc  briefly  the 
grounds,  why,  in  point  of  law,  he  tliought  the  conduct  of  Mi- 
nifters was  juftifiable.  The  Bill  of  Rights  had  been  much  relied 
vpon  by  thofe  who  agreed  with  the. mover  of  this  bill :  for  his  jait^ 
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he  admired  the  Bill  of  Rights  as  much  as  any  man;  but  the  decla- 
rations in  that  bill  did  not  reach  the  prefent  calc-:-for,  would  anf 
man  contend  that  it  came  witliin  thefe  words,  "  that  the  King  (hall 
not  keep  a  ftanding  army  in  this-  country  in  time  of  peace  without 
the  confent  of  Parliament."     In  time  of  peace !   I5  the  prefent  a 
time  of  peace  ?  Moft  undoubtedly  not ;.  and  therefore  the  words  in 
that  bill  could  not  be  iifed  as  an  authority  upon  the  prefent  occafion. 
The  next 'point  u^n  y^ich  .gentlemen  rcfted  much  of  iheir  aigu- 
ment,  was  the  Aft  of  Settlement.     Was  there  any  gentleman  in 
the  Houfe  who,  upon  attentively  reading  that  aft,  would  venture 
to  fay  that  he.  really  thought  its  regulations  were  framed  with  a 
view  to  a  cafe  any  thing  like  the  prefent  ? — He,  for  one,  was  ready 
to   anfwcr  that  in  the  negative :  but  to  prevent  all  poflibiUty  of 
doubt,    he  would  look  to  the  opinion  of  thofe  who  themfelvcs 
framed  the  Aft  of  Settlement.     That  aft  was  paffed  in  the  year 
I  700.      In  1 7 14.,  when  6000  Dutch  troops  were  introduced  into 
the  country,  the  expediency  of  their  introduftimi  was  debated,  and 
with  much  warmth,  by  Mr.  Walpole,  Mr.  Shippen,  Mr.  Pultcj. 
ncy,  and  other  great  men  ;  but  during  the  whole  of  the  difcuflion, 
not  one  exprcflion  fell  from  any  one  of  them,  calling  in  queftion 
the  legality  of  the  intrdduftion  of  the  Dutch  troops.     Now,  if  the 
Aft  of  Settlement  had  rendered  it  illegal,  could  it  be  fuppofed  tliat 
thofc  who  thcmfelves  framed  the  bill  would  not  have  taken  advan- 
tage  of  it,  and  have  prefled  it  againft  their  adverfarics  ?  But  nothing 
of  that  kind  was  affertcd — therefore,  without  much  ^refumption,  he 
might  continue  to  fay  that  the  Aft  of  Settlement  did  not  decide  the 
queftion. 

Gentlemen  had  alfo  relied  upon  the  31ft  of  George  II.  as  an 
autliority  in  their  favour.  He  felt  himfelf  as  much  at  a  lofs  to 
know  upon  what  principle  they  argued  upon  this  aft,  as  upon  the 
Aft  of  Settlement ;  becaufe  he  could  not  conceive  how  an  aft,  the 
objeft  of  which  was  merely  to  regulate  the  mode  of  quartering  and 
billeting  foldiers  could  be  made  to  bear  on  the  prefent  quedion, 
which  was,  whether  or  not  it  was  legal,  in  time  of  war,  to  intro- 
duce foreign  troops  into  the  country  without  the  previous  aflent  of 
Parliament?  If,  then,  there  was  no  pofitive  law  which  in  direfl 
terms  declared  fuch  a  circujnftance  to  be  illegal,  he  wifhed  the 
Houfe  to  confider,  whether  the  praftice  of  Parliament  was  more 
dccilive  authority  in  favour  of  gentlemen  on  the  other  fide  ? — A 
refolution  of  the  Houfe  of  Commons  had  been  relied  upon,  which 
had  V)een  paffed  in  the  year  1645,  which  declares  that  any  man. 
who  (liall  advife  the  King  to  introduce  foreign  troops  into  the  coun- 
try without  the  affent  of  Parliament,  is  an  enemy  to  his  countr}'» 
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and  a  traitor.  When  gentlemen  called  to  their  recoUedbn  the  cir- 
cumftances  which  took  place  at  the  period  when  this  reibltition  was 
paffcd,  they  would  not,  he  thought,  be  inclined  to  pay  much  atten- 
tion to  it*  Buty  even  taJung  it  for  decifive  authority,  what  did  it 
prove  i  It  proved  that  die  then  Houfe  of  Commons  did  not  confider 
that  as  the  law  of  the  land,  becaufe,  if  they  did,  there  would  have 
been  no  necefity  for  pafling  fuch  a  refolution. 

The  precedent  of  1 7 1 5,  he  had  alluded  to  before,  in  ipeaking 
of  the  AA  of  Settlement,  he  (hould  therefore  only  obferve,  ttat  upon 
that  occafion,  6000  Dutch  troops  were  landed  in  this  country,  in 
confequence  of  a  treaty  with  the  States  General ;  and  the  conduA  of 
the  Minifters  of  that  day  had  never  been  called  in  queftion  as  il* 

legal* 

The  next  cafe  which  occurred  was  that  of  1 756.     Upon  that 

occafion  the  King  fent  a  meffage  to  Parliament,  not  to  advife  with 

them,  not  to  afk  their  approbation,  but  to  inform  them  that  he  had 

fent  for  a  body  of  foreign  troops,  who  were  tlien  upon  their  way  to 

the  kingdom. 

Then  came  the  cafes  of  1775  and  I784«  To  the  circum* 
fiances  of  the  latter  cafe  he  had  heard  no  anfv^er,  except  the  gene* 
ral  one,  that  it  proved  too  much.  Whether  it  proved  too  much  or 
not,  he  could  not  tell ;  but  of  this  he  was  fure,  that  with  a  variety 
of  other  cafes,  it  proved,  that  in  no  one  inflance  fince  the  cont- 
mencement  of  the  prefent  centuiy,  in  which  foreign  troops  hid  been 
introduced  into  the  country  in  time  of  war,  had  a  Bill  of  Indemnity 
ever  been  thought  neceffary. 

Having  now  examined  into  the  fb-idt  letter  of  the  taw,  and  the 
gpnaral  current  of  pradtice,  upon  this  point,  he  would,  with  the 
permifTion  of  the  Houfe,  fay  a  few  words  upon  what  he  conceived 
the  fpirit  of  the  Con^itution  to  be  on  the  fubjecl.     When,  in  bad 
and  tyrannical  times,  it  was  afTertcd  that  the  King's  prerogative  was 
paramount  to  all  law,  and  wholly  independent  of  Parliament,  then, 
moil  undoubtedly,  it  was  the  duty  of  Parliament  to  control  and  to 
diminifh  as  much  as  pofTiblc  a  prerogative  fo  inimical  to  die  liberty 
of  the  people ;  but  fince  then,  other  maxims  of  a  more  libeial  nature 
had  been  introduced,  and  the  prerogative  of  the  King  was  made  re- 
concileable  to  die  liberty  of  the  fubjeA.     There  was  not  one  of  the 
prerogatives  of  the  Crown  which  was  not  under  the  control  of  Par- 
liament, by  means  of  the  refponfibility  of  Miniflers ;  and  dierefore 
it  was  that  he  did  not  feel  that  extreme  jealoufy  of  the  power  of  the 
Crown  which  fome  gentlemen  did* 

The  King  had  aiTuredly  the  power  .of  diffolving  Parliament,  of 
making  peace  and  war  j  but  then  there  was  a  coniUtutional  check 
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upon  the  excrclfe  of  that  power,  b6»ufe  the  Minifter  who  advifed 

the  King  was  refponfiblc  to  Parliament.     He  would  wifli  to  afk  the 

Houfe,  whether  they  thought  it  more  dangerous  to  confider  this  aft 

of  landing  the  troops'as  an  exertion  of  the  prerogative  for  which  the 

Minifters  were  anfwerable,  or  to  confider  it  as  illegal,  for  which  it 

would  be  neceffary  to  pafs  an  AS  of  Indemnity?  He  thought  the 

latter  the  mod  dangerous  and  the  leaft  efficacious  meafure,  and  of 

courfe  (hould  prefer  the  former.     He  would  wi(h  to  aflc  gentlemen, 

whether,  if  there  was  an  invafion  apprehended  from  the  French, 

auid  the  regular  troops  of  this  country  were  employed  abroad,  and 

fuppofe  at  the  fame  time  there  happened  to  be  1 5,000  of  our  allies  at 

Oftend,  would  or  would  not  the  Minifter  be  juftified  in  fending  for 

them  ?  Moft  undoubtedly  he  would ;  Nay,  he  would  go  ferther, 

and  fay,  that  if  the  Minifter  did  not  fend  for  them,  he  would  de-^ 

ferve  to  be  impeached*      If  the  honourable  gentleman's  motion  was 

agreed  to,  and  the  cafe  to  which  he  had  juft  alluded  (hould  happen, 

would  the  honourable  gentleman  aA  as  manager  in  an  impeachment 

of  the  Minifter  for  not  doing  that  which  he  had  declared  diftindlly  to 

be  illegal  ?  Upon  thefe  groimds  he  fhould  give  his  moft  decided  ne« 

g^ve  to  the  motion. 

Mr.  Serjeant  ADAIR  faid,  that  whatever  difficulties  he  might 
have  been  under,  from  the  manner  in  which  the  prefent  propofition 
was  brought  forward  by  the  honourable  gentleman  who  moved  it ; 
whatever  doubts  he  might  have  entertained  of  the  propriety  of  giving 
his  affirmative  to  a  qusftion,  ftated  to  be  fubftantially  the  fame  with 
that  on  which  he  had  fo  lately  maintained  that  it  was  inexpedient 
for  the  Houfe  to  make  any  exprefs  declaration  at  all ;  thofe  doubts 
and  difficulties  had  been  completely  done  away,  by  the  manner  in 
which  the  motion  had  been  oppofed.  So  hr  was  he  then  from  feel- 
ing the  fmalleft  difficulty  as  to  the  part  he  fhould  take,  that  he 
fhould  feel  himfelf  unworthy  the  charader  of  a  Member  of  Parlia- 
ment, he  fhould  think  himfelf  a  difgrace  to  the  profeffion  to  which 
he  had  the  honour  to  belong,  if  he  was  not  prepared  to  ftand  forth 
in  defence  of  the  genuine  conftitution  of  the  country,  and  vindicate 
it  from  the  attack  which  he  had  heard,  as  well  as  his  abilities  would 
permit. 

When  the  fubje£t  was  difcufted  upon  a  former  night,  he  had  de- 
clared to  the  Houfe,  that  if  the  real  queftion  was  brought  in  iflue, 
he  fhould  vote  for  the  motion  of  the  honourable  gentleman  (Mr. 
Grey) ;  but,  not  thinking  it  neceffary  to  come  to  a  dccifion  upon 
the  fubje£t,  he  had  moved  the  previous  queftion— at  the  fame  time 
determining  to  vote  for  the  original  motion,  if  he  fhould  be  com- 
pelled to  give  a  vote  one  way  or  other  upon  it :  but  upon  the  pre- 
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fent  occafion  he  was  obliged  to  give  a  diftinft  opintoh^  or  fitendy  ac- 
quicfce  in  thc'doftrine  that  had.  been  advanced  ;  and  he  would  there- 
fore requcft  the  indulgence  of  the  Houfe,  while  he  dated  the  grounds 
Mpon  which  that  opinion  was*  formed. 

He  was  o#  opinion,  moft  decidedly,  that  no  fuch  prerogative  cx- 
ifted  in  the  Crown,  as  that  of  introducing  foreign  troops  into  the 
country  without  the  confent  of  Parliament.  If  it  ihould  once  be 
determined  that  the  King  had  this  prerogative,  of  introducing  what- 
ever number  of  foreign  troops  he  pleafcd,  independent  of  Parliammt, 
all  the  checks  which  the  conftitution  had  impofed  upon  his  odier 
prerogatives  would  be  but  of  little  avail.  By  the  common  law  of 
Ihii  countryi  it  formed  no  part  of  the  prerogative  of  the  Crown  to 
employ  either  native  or  foreign  troops,  without  the  confent  of  Par- 
liament ;  and  that  common  law  was  fo  far  from  being  altered,  that 
k  had  been  acknowledged  and  enforced  by  feveral  fiatutes,  particu- 
brly  by  the  A&.  of  JSettlement.  At  no  period  of  the  Engliih  hiftoiy, 
have  the  Monarchs  of  England  had  the  prerogative  of  calling  out  even 
the  native  troops  of  tliis  country  without  the  confent  of  Parliament, 
from  the  time  of[  the  Saxons  down  to  the  moment  in  which  he  was 
fpeaking ;  except  under  the  feudal  law,  which  he  fhould  [vefendy 
advert  to. 

By  the  Saxon  laws,  a  ftrong  body  of  national  troq>s,  in  the  na- 
ture of  a  militia,  were  provided  for  the  defence  of  the  kingdom. 
From  the  Norman  conqueft  down  to  the  reign  of  Charles  IL,  die 
feQdal  fyftetn  prevailed,  by  which  moft  undoubtedly  the  Kii^  had 
tile  power  of  calling  out  the  military  tenants  of  the  Crown  ;  but  it 
was  not  in  his  capacity  as  King,  but  in  his  territorial  right  as  chief 
Lord — a  diftinSion  peculiar  to  the  feudal  fyftem,  arifing  nercly 
from  the  nature  of  the  tenure,  whicli  was  fimilar  in  refpcft  to  other 
Lords,  and  not  at  all  applicable  upon  the  prefent  occafion.  When, 
In  the  reign  of  Charles  H.  the  feudal  tenures  were  aboliflied,  the 
fyftem  qf  national  defence,  which  was  founded  upon  them,  of  courfc 
fell  to  the  ground,  and  Parliamefjt  were  obliged  to  fubftitutc  another 
plan  in  its  ftcad.  They  then  laid  the  foundation  of  a  regular  na- 
tional militia„  which  was  the  origin  of  that  excellent  mode  of  inter- 
nal defence  exifting  at  the  prefent  day  ;  and  they  did  it,  bccaufc 
th^  knew  that  the  King,  by  his  prerogative,  had  not  the  poyer  of 
providing  any  means  of  defence  for  the  kingdom.  From  that  time 
to  the  prefent,  a  fyftem  has  been  gaining  ground,  of  having  a  regular 
bpdy  of  forces,  in  the  nature  of  a  ftanding  army,  which  the  altered 
lituation  of  this  countt}',  and  the  general  pditics  of  Europe,  had  in 
fome  degree  rendered  ncceffary.  But  that  army  muft  be  annually 
voted  by  Parliament^  and  a  mutiny  bill  is  paflcd  every  year  for  its 
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regulation.  This  was  the  law  of  England  refpefting  the  King's 
prerogative  relative  to  the  forces — a  point  in  which  Parliament  hav6 
always  been  laudably  anxious  ;  and  he  challenged  any  gentlemen  in 
the  Houfe  to  (hew  him  the  time  when  the  prerogative  of  the  Crown 
was  different  from  what  he  ftated  it  to  be. 

The  anxiety  of  Parliament  was  evinced  fo  early  as  the  reign  of 
Edward  III.  Two  afts  were  jyaffed,  one  in  the  i  ft  and  one  in  the 
25th  of  his  reign,  in  which  the  power  of  the  Grown,  in  calling  out 
the  forces,  was  confiderably  reftriif^ed.  By  the  firft  it  was  provided, 
that  **  no' man  (hould  be  compelled  to  go  out  of  his  fhire,  but  on 
fuddcn  comir^  o£^ftrange  enemies,  and  then  it  ihould  be  done  as 
had  been  Ufed  in  times  paft,  for  defence  of  tht  realm."  By  the 
other,  it  was  ena(?led,  "  that  no  man  (hould  be  con(h:ained  to  find 
men.of  arms,  &c.  others  than  thofe  which  hold  by  fuch  fervices,  if 
it  be  not  by  common  zfknt  and  grant  made  in  Parliament. 

He  did  not  ftate  thefe  a<3s,  he  faid,  as  dircdly  applying  to  the 
quefUon,  but  merely  as  cftablMhing  the  principle,  that  the  ancient 
la<lrs  and  conltitution  of  the  kingdom  had  not  entrufted  the  Crown 
with  the  authority  of  rai(ing  any  national  force  whatever,  but  cither 
by  military  tenure  annexed  to  the  lands  holden  of  the  King,  as 
chief  Lord,  or  by  cxprefs  grant  of  Parliament. 

Even  the  militia,   compofed  in  a  great  meafure  of  pcrfons  pof- 
fe(iing  property,  in  which  the  officers  are  gentlemen  of  landed  eftate, 
and  of  courfe  intercffed  in  the  welfare  of  the  country,  and  who 
therefore  could  not  be  fuppofed  willing  to  do  any  thing  contrary  to 
its  intercfts,  even  with  the  control  of  thefe  troops  the  King  is  not 
by  law  wholly  invefted  ;  for,  by  the  2d  of  his  prefent  Majefty,  he 
is  only  empowered  to  call  out  and  embody  the  militia  in  cafes  of 
domeftic  infurred:ion,  or  of  foreign  inva(ion  ^  but  there  is  another 
r^ulation  in   the  fame  fedion,  by  which  it  is  exprefsly  declared, 
that  His  Majefty  muft  lay  before  Parliament,  if  then  fitting,  the 
grounds  for  fo  calling  them  out,  and  that  information  muft  be  com- 
municated before  the  militia  are  embodied.     The  very  next  claufe 
provides  for  a  cafe  in  which  Parliament  fhould  not  be  fittmg  at  the 
time ;  for  it  fays,  that  in  tliat  cafe  the  King  may  afTemble  Parlia- 
ment in  fo  (hort  a  time  as  fourteen  days.     He  was  aware  that  the 
words  of  this  claufe  wejre  not  imperative  upon  the  King  ;  but  every 
perfon  of  common  fenfe  muft  fee  what  was  the  intention  of  the  Le- 
giilature,  and  that  although  they  ufcd  the  word  may,  from  refpedl 
to  the  King,  yet  it  was  intended  as  a  pofitive  law.     If  then  oui' 
anceftors,  as  well .  as  more  modern  Parliaments,  were  fo  jealous  oi 
trufting  Kings  with  this  power  over  native  troops,  could  it  be  fup- 
pofed that  they  were  fo  abfurd  as  to  entertain  no  apprehenlions  of  al- 
Vol.  XXXVU.  4  C 
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lowing  the  King  an  unlimited  power  to  introduce,  by  his  fde  au- 
thority, thoufands,  or  tens  of  thoufands,  of  foreigners  into  the  king- 
dom, to  be  employed  in  the  manner  he  (hould  think  proper  ?  If 
they  could  not  truft  native  forces  in  the  kingdom,  who  were  attadied 
to  us  by  the  ties  of  friend(hip  and  affinity,  who  were  bom  on  the 
{ame  foil,  who  profeiTed  the  fame  religion,  who  had  imbibed  the 
fame  principles,  how  could  they  truft  foreigners,  who  could  poflibly 
feel  no  attachment  for  us,  but  would  be  ready  to  adi  the  part  they 
were  ordered,  according  to  the  principles  maintained  by  the  Miniltcr 
upon  this  occafion,  though  he  could  not  embody  tliirty  thou&nd 
of  his  militia  without  the  confent  of  Parliament,  yet  he  might  in- 
troduce thirty  thoufand  Hungarians,  or  any  other  foreigners  he 
pleafed,  without  routing  the  fears  of  the  people,  or  awakenii^  the 
jealoufy  of  Parliament. 

But  our  anccftors  were  not  guilty  of  this  abfurdity  :  with  the 
moft  fcrupulous  anxiety  they  provided  againft  danger  dthcr  firom 
the  one  or  the  other  ;  and  he  hoped  that  that  watchfulncfe  and  jea- 
loufy which  had  always  marked  the  Houfe,  would  not  now  for  the 
firft  timeH>e  laid  down.*    The  Bill  of  Rights  had  been  alluded  10  in 
the  courfe  of  the  debate.     He  fhould  not  take  up  much  of  the  time 
of  the  Houfe  in  obferving  upon  it.     It  was  very  true  that  the  Biil 
of  Rights  did  not  contain  any  politive  regulations  relative  to  the  in- 
trodudtion  of  foreign  troops  into  this  country  ;  but  the  realbn  iras 
obvious — ^the  Bill  of  Rights  was  not  intended  as  a  general  ftatcmcnt 
©f  the  conftitutional  law  of  the  country,  but  as  a  ftatemcnt  of  griev- 
ances under  which  the  country  had  laboured,  with  fuitable  pro\iiion 
for  their  redrcfs.     But  excellent  and  wife  as  that  ftatute  was,  (and, 
in  his  opinion,  the  wifdom  of  it  was  the  more  confpicuous,  in  that 
it  did  not  gp  beyond  its  obje<^)  thofe  would  be  grofsly  ignorant  of  (he 
conftitution  of  their  country,  who  confined  their  knowledge  to  the 
Bill  of  Rights.     That  aft  was  iilentas  to  numbcrlefs  rights  and  pri- 
vileges founded  both  on  the  common  and  ftatute  law,  which  were 
as  clear  and  indubitable  as  thofe  which  it  recited.     No  negative  in- 
ference, dierefore,  could  be  drawn  from  its  filence  on  the  fubjcS 
in  queftion.     As  well  might  it  he  faid,  becaufe  die  privileges  con- 
firmed by  the  Habeas  Corpus  aft.  Magna  Charta,  &c.   were  not 
recited  in  the  Bill  of  Right$,  that  therefore  they  could  not  be  con- 
fidered  as  the  law  of  the  country. 

The  honourable  gentleman  who  fpoke  laft,  complained  Aat  he 
was  not  able  to  find  any  politive  law  upon  this  fubjcft.  He  would 
tell  that  gentleman  where  he  might  find  apofmvelaw  upon  it— in 
the  Aft  of  Setttement.  The  Parliament,  in  drawing  up  die  Bill 
•f  Rights,  afted  upon  tlic  true  principles  of  legiflation,  becaufe 
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they  provided  for  what  was  neccffary,  and  no  more  ;  but  afterwards, 
"^irHcn  the  iflue  of  Queen  Anne  was  extinft,  when  it  became  nccef- 
lary  to  fettle  the  Crown  upon  a  foreign  family,  poffcffed  of  foreign 
dominions,  who  had  the  power  of  railing  troops  in  thofe  dominions, 
and  the  means  of  maintaining  them,  then  it  was  that  the  precaution 
and  vigilance  of  Parliament  became  neceffary,  and  they  difplayed 
both  in  the  A&.  of  Settlement,  ^hich  provides,  as  ftrong  as  words 
can  do,  againft  the  introduftion  of  any  foreign  troops  into  this  coun* 
try,  without  the  confcnt  of  Parliament ;  for  it  exprcfsly  enafls^ 
that  no  perfon  born  out  of  the  kingdoms  of  England,  Scotland,  or 
Ireland,  or  the  dominions  thereunto  belonging,  (although  he  be 
naturalized,  &c.)  (hall  be  capable  to  enjoy  any  office  or  place  of 
trufty  cither  civil  or  military y  &c." 
It  was  with  a  view  to  this  aft,  as  well  as  from  the  reafon  of  the 
thing,  that  he  had,  in  a  former  debate,  qualified  his  affcrtion  or  the 
abjolute  illegality  of  bringing  foreign  troops  into  the  kingdom,  with 
the  words,  "  fpr  the  purpofes  offervices"  in  order  to  be  there  em- 
ployed.    But  the   argument,   on  the  other  fide,  endeavoured  to  be 
fqpported  by  precedent,  had  gone  all  the  length  of  aflferting  the  le- 
gality of  introducing  them  in  time  of  war,  to  be  employed  for  the 
fervice  of  Government,  and  for  tlie  defence  of  the  country.     How 
then  was  it  poflible  to  evade  the  words  of  the  Adl  of  Settlement  ?— 
Would  gentlemen  contend  that  foreign  officers  and  foldiers,  brought 
into  the  kingdom,  to  aft  in  the  fervice  of  the  State,  to  defend  the 
country,  perhaps  to  gaWfon  its  moft  important  fortreffes,  were  not 
in  a  fituation  of  civil    or  military  trufi^  or  would  it  be  contended, 
becaufc  the  Aft  of  Settlement  fays  that  no  foreigner  {hall  be  em- 
ployed, &c.  that  it  follows  from  thence  that  fix  or  eight  thoufand 
may  be  landed  for  that  purpofe  without  impropriety  ?  That  was  ra- 
ther too  abfurd  a  propofition  to  contend.     He  defied  the  utmoft  elo- 
quence of  any  gentleman  in  that  Houfe  to  frit^  away  the  fcnfe  of 
words  fo  clear  and  diftinft  as  thofe  were. 

Mr.  Adair  faid,  he  hoped  he  had  proved  the  pofitive  law  upon 
this  fubjeft.  He  (hould  next  advert  to  a  quefiion  put  by  the  ho- 
nourable gentleman  who  fpoke  lafi,  who  afked,  where  was  the  dif- 
ference in  admitting  this  to  be  the  pren^tive  of  tlie  crown,  and 
making  Miniilers  refponfible  for  the  cxercife  of  it,  as  they  undoubt- 
edly were  for  ever}'  prerogative  whatever  ;  or  in  denying  the  prero- 
gative and  refting  the  refponfibility  on  the  avowed  illegality  of  the 

aa? 

The  drift  of  the  queflion  was  plaufible  but  fidlacious,  and  he 
would  (hew  the  honourable  gentleman  a  diflference,  more  important 
than  he  was  aware  of.     In  the  firft  cafe,  admitting  it  to  be  the 
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prerogative  of 'the  Crown,  and  fuppofing  the  King  fliould  chqofe  tt» 
introduce  a  very  laige  body  of  foreign .  troops,  Ac  (imple  ad  of 
introducing  them  would  not  of  itfclf  be  fuiEcient  to  juftify  Padia- 
ment  in  impeaching  Minifters,  becauie  the  King  would  have  & 
right  to  have  introduced  them.  To  fupport  any  proceeding  of  that 
kind  it  would  be  neceflary  to  allcdge  and  to  prove,  that  crimhial 
dejigns  were  entertained,  and  that  the  purpofes  for  which  the  tnx^ 
Were  introduced  were  unltJwfuL  This  would  create  a  difficulty  thast 
could  feldom  be  furmounted ;  and  Minifters  could  not  be  impeached 
till,  by  fome  overt  aft,  they  fhcwed  that  their  intentions  were  ini- 
mical to  the  intcrefts  or  to  the  liberties  of  their  counti}'.  But 
when  they  had  committed  this  overt  aft,  who  would  impeach  them 
with  a'n  army  of  30  or  40,000  foreigners  at  their  command? 
Therefore  the  idea  of,  the  refponfibility  of  Minifters  in  .this  point  of 
view,  was  abfurd  and  nugatory.  But,  admitting  the  aft  itfclf  to 
be  unlawful,  ynd  not  \<^arranted  by  any  known  prerogative,  an  im- 
peachment might  be  preferred  for  violating  die  laws  by  the  mere 
aft,  the  moment  there  was  caufe  to  fufpeft  that  any  finiftcr  purpofe 
was  intended,  and  die  onus  proband!  would  be  transferred  to  thofe 
fervants  of  the  Crown  who  advifed,  or  aftcd  in  the  meafure,  who 
could  only  acquit  thcmfclves  by  (hewing  that  the  purpofes  for  which 
it  bad  been  taken,  w^ere  conftitutional,  neceflary,  and  ufeful.  It  was 
therefore  of  the  utmoft  importance  that  no  fuch  prerogative  (hould 
exift.  Befides,  diis  prerogative,  if  it  exifted  at  all  in  the  Crown, 
muft  be  undefined,  no  trace  of  it  appearing  in  any  ilatute  or  infti- 
tute  of  the  few.  Now,  he  contended,  that  the  Conftitution  knew 
ef  no  fuch  thing  as  an  undefined  prerogative,  as  they  were  all  de- 
fined and  limited  by  the  law  of  the  land. 

Mr.  Adair  took  notice  of  the  two  cafes  of  17 14  and  1744, 
which,  he  faid,  could  not  affeft  the  prcfent  cafe,  becaufe  they  were 
periods  of  rebellion :  but  even  in  thofe  cafes,  it  would  have  been 
as  well  if  Parliament  had  upon  both  occafions  paiTed  bills  of  indem- 
nity, to  have  aicertained  the  law  beyond  the  poflfibility  of  a  doubt. 
He  declined  entering  into  die  minute  confideradon  of  the  few  other 
precedents  that  had  been  referred  to.  They  had  all  been  diflin- 
guifhcd  and  obfervcd  upon  with  great  ability  in  a  former  debate, 
that  was  frefli  in  the  recoUeftion  of  the  Houfc.  The  ufe  that  had 
been  made  of  thofe  precedents,  was  the  principal  modve  of  the  vote 
he  intended  to  give ;  for  if  precedents  werfc  fo  induftrioufly  brought 
forward  to  eftablifh  general  principles  ininriical  to  the  conftitution 
of  the  kingdom,  it  was  neceflary  to  take  fome  meafure  to  prevent 
one  more  from  being  added  to  their  numbe^.  « 

He  defired  thefe  arguments  to  be  underflood  as  dicefted  xathcr 
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dgainft  the  principles-  on  which  the  meafure  had  been  defended^ 
than  as  applying  to  the  meafure  itfelf.  He  had  already  declared  an 
opinion^  which  he  faw  no  reafon  to  alter,  that  the  meafurci  con- 
iidered  in  itfelf,  deferved  approbation  rather  than  cenfure.  He 
even  doubted  whether,  in  that  point  of  view,  it  required  any  in- 
deinnity  at  all,  becaufe,  when  fairly  explained;  and  candidly  con« 
fidered,  it  did  not  appeaj  to  him  to  infringe  the  fpirit  of  the  Con- 
ilitudon. 

If  the  Minifter  and  his  friends,  upon  this  and  upon  the  fonncr 
night  of  dtfcuffing  this  fubjeft,  had  confined  themfelves  to  the 
ground  of  expediency  ;  if  they  had  ftated  that  thofe  troops  were  not 
originally  intended  to  be  landed  in  this  country,  but  that  unavoid- 
able and  unforefeen  circumftances  had  rendered  the  debarkation  nc- 
ceflary  ;  if  they  had  aigued  it  upon  thcfe  grounds,  he  would  have 
voted  againil  the  bill :  but  when  the  Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer 
himfclf  contended  for  it  upon  the  ground  of  precedent,  when  that 
do<3rinc  was  fupported  by  high  authority  on  tliis  fide  of  the  Houfe^ 
he  conceived  every  true  friend  to  the  conftitution  of  his  country 
was  bound  to  oppofe  it.     He  expreflfed  his  furprife  that,   in  a 
cafe  where  the  *  meafures  of  Government  were  fo  eafily  defended 
on  their  own  merits,  recourfe  (hould  be  had  to  precedents  that  did 
not  apply  to  any  other  purpofe,  but  the  unneceffary  aflfertion  of 
high  prerogative  doflrines.     He  entreated  the  right  honourable 
gentleman  not  to  avail  himfelf  of  the  great  majority  which  a  peculiar 
concurrence  of  circumfiances  had  thrown  into  his  hands,  to  give 
unneceflary  wounds  to  the  conftitution  of  his  country,  which  the 
wifdom  of  future  Parliaments,   in  cooler  moments,  might  find  it 
difficult  to  heal.     He  warned  him  not  to  expeft  that  thofe  noble- 
men -and  gentlemen,  whom  a  perfuafion  of  the  danger  to  which 
this  nation  and  all  Europe  was  expofed  in  the  prcfent  moft  extraor- 
dinary crifis,  had  led  to  facrifice  all  perfonal  confiderations,  and  to 
give  ati  independent  and  difinterefted  fupport  to  an  adminiftration, 
which,  up  to  a  late  period,  they  had  uniformly  oppofed,  would  be 
fo  far  influenced  by  their  apprehenfions,  as  wholly  to  forget  the 
principles  of  the  conftitution  of  their  country,  or  to  carry  their  fup- 
port  of  government  one  jot  farther  than  thofe  principles  would  war- 
rant. On  the  contrary,  he  aifured  the  right  honourable  gentleman,  that 
a  zeal  for  the  public  welfare,  of  which  our  excellent  G}nftitution 
was  the  oriy  furc  foundation,  was  the  fole  motive  which  could  have 
had  power  fufficient  to  determine  them  to  that  line  of  conduS.    For 
his  own  part,  whenever  the  King's  Minifters,  cither  by  their  mea- 
fures or  their  arguments,  (hould  violate  thofe  facred  principles,  he 
fliould  find  himfelf  indifpcnfably  bound  by  his  duty  to  oppofe  them ; 
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and  upon  thefe  grounds  he  (hould  give  his  vote  iti  favour  of  die 
prcfent  motion. 

Mr.  ANSTRUTHER  obfervcd,  that  it  was  ibntewhat  (ii^hr^ 
that  when  the  queftion  was  on  a  former  occafion  fubmitted  to  the 
confideration  of  the  Houfe,  (he  meant  the  iimple  queftion  wiA  re- 
fyeO,  to  the  legality  or  illegality  of  the  meafure),  a  learned  gentle* 
man  on  the  oppofite  fide  (Serjeant  Adair)  thought  proper  to  vote  with 
his  right  honourable  friend  (the  Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer) ;  btit 
on  that  nighty  when  a  diftinc^  and  feparate  queftion  was  bi^ught  for- 
ward for  difcuflion,  and  upon  which  that  fame  honourable  gentle- 
man had  delivered  his  opinion,  namely,  that  confidering  the  quef- 
tion upon  the  ground  and  under  the  peculiar  circumft;^nces  under 
^'hich  the  troops  had  been  landed  in  this  kingdom,  it  did  not  appear 
to  him  to  be  a  violation  of  the  principles  of  the  Conftitution»  or  a 
direft  and  pofitive  breach  of  the  law,  he  thought  it  the  moft  proper 
and  opportune  feafon  to  differ  with  his  right  honourable  friend. 
Now,  the  firft  propofition  that  had  been  advanced  by  the  learned 
Serjeant  (Adair)  was  of  a  very  extenfive  nature  indeed ;  it  was  no- 
thing (hort  of  this,  that  it  was  by  no  means  the  prerogative  of  the 
Crown  to  raife,  to  mufter,  to  difcipline,  to  govern  any  tnx>ps,  or  to 
introduce  any  foreign  force  within  the  kingdom,  eidier  in  time  of 
peace  or  war.     Did  that  honourable  gentleman  recollcft,  that  the 
Crown  was  chaigefl  with  the  protedtion  of  the  kingdom,  and  that, 
in  time  of  war  more  efpecially,  if  His  Majefty  faw  any  danger,  he 
was  empowered  by  prerogative  to  call  out  his  forces ;  Bclides,  it  was 
the  common  and  invariable  practice  for  the  King,  in  his  fpcech  to 
both  Houfes,  to  ftate,  that  he  deemed  it  neceffary  to  augment  his 
army,  and  to  increafe  his  navy.     Suppofing,  for  inftance,  that  that 
Houfe  had  voted  24,000  fcamen  in  time  of  peace,  and  diac,  during 
the  rccefs,  a  war  broke  out,  and  that  the  Crown,  for  the  fafety  cf 
the  kingdom,  had  increafed  that  eftablifhment  to  4.0,000  men; 
would  any  Member  in  that  Houfe,  would  any  man  out  of  doors, 
would  an^  man  of  common  fenfe,  find  himfelf  juftified  irt  faying  that 
fuch  a  circumftance  was  a  direft  and  open  violation  of  the  facred 
principles  of  the  Conftitution,  or  a  breach  of  any  pofitive  law  f    It 
was  a  circumftance  alfo  worthy  of  remark,  that  in  point  of  precedent 
it  w^s  clearly  and  unequivocally  admitted,  that  the  King,  during 
the  Saxon  and  during  the  feudal  fyftem,  poflfefifed  the  power  of 
calling  out  the  forces  of  the  kingdom.    In  regard  to  the  ciitramftance 
of  the  King's  being  pofleffcd  of  the  power  of  callir^  out  the  forces 
of  the  kingdom  in  time  of  war,  the  reign  of  Henry  VII.  the  reign 
of  Henry  VIII.  and  the  reign  of  Philip  and  Mary,  fiimiihed  ampte 
proof,  and  afforded  abundant  precedents. 
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The  learned  Serjeant  (Adair)  had  IJated  in  ftrong  terms,  and  in 
emphatic  language,  that  the  King  did  not  poffcfs  the  power  of 
raiting  foldicrs  wirfiin  the  kingdom  in  time  of  war,  without  the 
previous  confent  of  Parliament  iirft  had  and  obtained.  To  find  a 
oomplete  and  ample  refutation  of  this  pofition,  the  Houfc  had  only 
to  recur  to  the  preamble  of  an  a6t  that  liad  pafTed  in  the  reign  of  Phi- 
lip and  Mary.  [Here  the  honourable  gentleman  read  a  part  of  the 
preamble  of  the  faid  adl,  wherein  it  was  fet  forth  in  the  ftrongcft  pof- 
Cble  language,  diat  the  King  was  thereby  to  be  enabled  to  raife,  to 
muder,  and  to  dicipline  troops,  and  to  appoint  officers.] 

But  this  was  not  the  only  a£l  of  the  kind  that  could  be  reforted 
to  ;  there  were  feveral  fuch  ads.  By  the  Petition  of  Rights,  and 
by  an  aft  that  paflfed  in  the  reign  of  Charles  I.  it  was  evident  that 
the  Crown  was  poiTeiTed  of  the  power  of  raifing  foldiers  in  time  of 
war.  He  was  ready  to  confefs,  that  he  could  not  difcover  by  what 
mode  of  reafoning  the  Militia  Bill  could  by  any  poffibility  be 
brought  to  bear  upon  the  prefent  queftion.— A  ftrong  and  compulfory 
reajbn  was  to  be  given  for  raifing,  for  embodying  the  militia—That 
was  a  queftion  for  the  coniideration  of  Parliament ;  but  what  had 
that  to  do  with  the  ancient  prerogative  of  the  King  ?  If,  under  the 
circumftances  of  an  apprehenfion  of  an  infurredion,  or  of  a  foreign 
invafion,  the  King,  by  his  proclamation,  could  embody  the  milida, 
and  confequently  could  aft!emble  the  Parliament  in  fourteen  days, 
and  if  the  difference  was,  tliat  when  fuch  circumftances  did  not 
exift,  the  King  could  not  aftemble  the  Parliament  in  leiis  than  forty 
days,  yet  what  had  diat  to  do  with  the  queftion  then  before  the 
Houfe  ?  But  was  it  true  that  Charles  I.  had  not  called  out  an  army 
in  time  of  war  ?  It  was  a  little  Angular  that  the  meafurc  was  not 
nodced  either  at  the  Reftoration  or  at  the  Revolution.  The  next, 
thing  that  was  alluded  to,  was  the  Aft  of  Settlement.  He  was  in- 
clined to  thiiik,  that  that  a6t  had  as  litde  to  do  with  the  prefent  quef- 
tion as  the  Bill  of  Rights.  The  honourable  gentleman  (Adair)  had 
ftated  the  law  to  be  clear  on  this  point,  that  the  King  was  not  pof- 
fefled  of  the  power  of  having  foldiers  in  this  country  without  the  con- 
cnt  of  Parliament.  Now  it  was  Angular  that  no  declaratory  aft  had 
been  pailed.  It  was  alfo  iingular  that  that  circumftance  had  not  been 
nodced  in  the  Aft  of  Settlement.  That  aft  fet  forth  merely,  that  no 
place  or  penfion,  no  office,  either  of  civil  or  military  truft,  was  to  be 
conferred  upon  a  foreigner.  But  what  had  that  to  do  with  the  pre* 
fent  queftion  ? 

The  next  point  that  had  been  dwelt  upon  by  the  honourable  gen- 
tleman, was  the  occurrence  in  1 7 1 5  and  1 745.  It  was  admitted, 
that  during  the  rebeUioni  which  was  pregnant  widi  danger  and  dif« 
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ikulty)  the  circumftances  diat  occurred  were  a  juftificadon  of  fudi 
a  meafure.  He  (hould  be  glad  to  know  why  a  Bill  of  Indemnity 
had  not  been  pafied  after  the  period  of  the  rebellion,  for  fuch  a  mea- 
fure as  had  been  alluded  to.  It  was  very  lingular,  that  after  the 
period  of  the  rebellion,  a  Bill  of  Indemnity  had  adually  paiTcd;  but 
in  that  Bill  of  Indemnity  not  the  leaft  notice  was  taken  of  the  cir- 
cumftance  of  bringing  foreign  troops  into  the  kingdom.  What  was 
to  be  colleded,  what  was  to  be  inferred  from  thi^  r  Why,  that  that 
meafure  was  not  illegal.  How  was  the  prefent  queftion  to  be  de- 
cided? If  the  illegality  of  the  zA  was  not  pointed  out  by  die  Bill  of 
Ri^its,  by  the  A6t  of  Settlemerft,  or  even  by  the  opinion  of  Par- 
liament, at  any  one  period  explicitly  avowed  and  declared,  by  what 
rule  was  that  Houfe  to  determine ;  or  how  was  that  Houfe  tonfift- 
cntly  to  pafs  a  Bill  of  Indemnity-  for  an  zA  that  could  not  be  found 
cxmiidered  as  an  illegal  z&  in  any  one  of  the  Aatute  books  or  law 
books  ?  But  then  a  great  deal  had.  been  faid  about  the  exprcfiion,  the 
previous  confent  of  Parliament.  In  his  opinion,  that  exprdTion 
was  not  clearly  undcrftood.  It  could  not  be  fuppofed  that  the  pre- 
vious confent  of  Parliament  legalized  an  ad ;  but  then  the  previous 
confent  was  fomething.  He  would  be  glad,  fpeaking  piofeflionally, 
Co  put  a  cafip  for  the  confideration  of  the  learned  Serjeant  (Adair.) 
Suppding,  that  in  the  prefent  inftance,  an  adlion  of  trefpafs  was  to 
be  brought,  how  could  the  learned  Serjeant  put,  by  way  of  juftili- 
cation,  upon  the  record,  that  the  previous  confent  of  Patliament  had 
been  obtained  ?  If  all  that  went  for  nothing,  then  the  circumftances 
that  occurred  in  1 7 1 5  and  1 7  45^  and  the  two  cafes  that  had  been 
cited,  muft  be  diredUy  in  point.  The  honourable  gendeman 
(Mr.  Grey)  who  had  brought  forward  the  queftion  that  night,  had 
concluded  with  reading  a  paflage  from  Lord  Coke,  that  reprobated 
the  circumftance  of  placing  implicit  confidence  in  meilagcs.  But 
were  that  to  hold,  the  objedion  would  go  to  all  conununications  from  * 
His  Majefty,  where  a  vote  of  thanks  fuiliciently  proved  the  aflent 
of  Parliament  to  a  meafure  that  had  been  adopted  under  certain  cir- 
cumftances, and  where  an  a(£t  of  Parliament  was  by  no  means  nc- 
ceiTaiy,  and  perhapsi  in  fome  inftances,  might  not  be  attended  with 
good  confequences.  Would  any  gentleman  afTert,  that  the  King 
had  at  no  one  period  raifed  foldicrs  in  this  kingdom  ?  From  die  year 
1698  to  the  year  1701,  there  was  a  ftanding  army  kept  up  in  this 
country,  and  the  Mudny  Bill  was  fufpcnded.  From  that  period 
down  to  the  prefent  time,  no  BilLof  Indemnity,  under  circumftances 
like  the  prefent,  had  been  paffed ;  therefare  it  could  not  be  prc- 
fumed  that  this  was  a  fit  cafe  upon  which  a  Bill  of  Indemnity  ought 
to  pafs.     If  it  had  been  made  out  that  there  were  precedents  in  fup- 
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of  the  prcfent  motion ;  if  it  had  been  (hewn  that  Parliament  had 

paiTcd  a  Bill  of  Indemnity  in  cafes  like  tliat  upon  which  the  Houfe 

'was  then  deliberating,  then  indeed  there  would  be  a  ftrong  ground 

for  the  Houfe  to  go  upon.      It  appeared  to  his  perfeft  convidtion, 

tha.t  the  cafes  that  had  been  cited  went  moft  fully  and  completely  to 

decide  the  queftion.     He  would  fuppofe  this  cafe,  that  a  high  cha- 

radex  in  the  country  had  iQucd  orders,  and  that  officers  had  confe- 

quently  a6^ed  upon  thofe  orders,  and  that  it  turned  out  that  they 

a£lcd  illegally,  then  diere  would  be  a  ncccffity  for  Parliament  to 

pafs  a  bill  toindcmnify  thofe  officers  that  had  aclcd  fo,  againft  whom 

aiElions  might  be  brought.     If  no  illegalitj'  were  made  out,  a  Bill  of 

Indemnity  would  be  the  mod  improper  of  all  poffible  meafures  ;  be- 

caufe,  in  the  firft  place,  the  circumftanccs  of  fuch  an  a<SV  then  pafiing, ' 

ivould  give  rife  to  the  demand  of  a  Bill  of  Indemnity  in  improper 

cafes  ;  and,  in  the  next  place,  there  was  a  full  and  complete  juAifi- 

cation  upon  the  fece  of  the  meafure  itfclf.      For  thefc  reafons,  he 

MTould  give  his  decided  negative  to  the  prcfent  motion. 

Mr.  C.  YORKE  faid,  that  if  the  queftion  had  been  ai^ed  upon 
the  expediency  of  the  meafure,  that  propofition  he  might  have  agreed 
to;  but  when  it  was  boldly  aflertcd,  and  from  a  very  refpedtable 
peribn  in  that  Houfe,  that  the  King  by  his  prerogative  could  land  in 
this  countiy  any  number  of  foreign  troops  without  the  confent  of  Par- 
liament, he  thoi^t  it  his  duty  to  oppofe  that  dodrine,  and  he  con- 
lidered  it  full  time  for  the  Houfe  to  deny  it  folemnly  either  by  Bill  of 
Indemnity  or  fome  ferious  refolution  upon  the  fubjeft.  He  knew  of 
no  fuch  prerogative ;  it  was  not  to  be  found  in  any  book  or  in  any 
law  that  he  had  ever  heard  of.  Before  the  Revolution,  it  never  had 
happened  that  foreign  troops  were  brought  into  the  kingdom,  and  he 
referred  to  Magna  Charta  as  a  proof  that  the  Crown  had  no  fuch 
prerogative.  He  allowed  the  Bill  of  Rights  to  be  declaratory,  and 
in  no  other  way  deciiive  as  to  the  prcfent  queftion,  but  he  argued 
from  the  words  of  the  AA  of  Settlement,  that  no  foreigner  could 
hold  any  place  of  truft,  civil  or  military,  within  tlie  kingdom.  As 
to  times  of  war  which  had  always  been  made  a  pretext  for  the  ex- 
tended cxercife  of  prerogative,  he  would  a{k  whether  if  Charles  II . 
during  the  Dutch  wars  that  prevailed  in  his  reign,  had  imagined 
that  fuch  a  prerogative  belonged  to  him,  he  might  not  have  put 
Portfmouth  and  Plymouth  in  poiTcffion  of  France,  with  whom  we 
were  then  allied.  At  the  time  that  King  William  introduced  the 
Dutch  troops  into  this  country,  he  thought  the  country  was  obliged 
to  him  ;  and  from  iimilar  caufcs  the  fame  might  be  faid  of  the  cafes 
of  1 7 15  and  1745  ;  on  thefe  occaiions  Parliament  had  not  only 
dianked  the  King  for  his  communication,  but  adualiy  approved  of 
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the  meafure.  He  agreed  in  what  had  been  faid  refpeding  calling 
out  the  militia^  which  could  not  be  done  by  the  King's  prerogaudve 
without  the  confent  of  Parliament,  except  in  the  cafes  of  adhsal 
rebellion  or  threatened  invafiony  and  upon  all  occafions  while  Parlia- 
ment is  fitting :  he  contended  that  it  was  abfolutely  neceflaiy  to 
have  the  previous  confent  of  Parliament  before  any  foreign  troops 
can  be  landed,  or  even  the  militia  called  out,  except  in  the  cafes  he 
had  ftated.  From  thefe  confiderations  he  was  inclined  to  voce  for 
the  Bill  of  Indemnity. 

Mr.  CAMPBELL  declared  that  he  did  not  fee  the  neccflitv  of 
adopting  a  precedent  on  the  prefcnt  occafion.  It  was  enough  d«r 
the  Houfe  had  confeflfed  the  expediency  and  neceflity  of  what  had 
been  done  by  His  Majcfu'^'s  Miniftcrs  for  the  public  fafc^.  He 
would  therefore  vote  againft  the  qoeAion. 

Mr.  SHERIDAN  obferved,  that  a  learned  gentleman,  (Mr. 
Anftrudier)  at  the  oppofite  fide  of  the  Houfe»  did  not  condcfcend  to 
lyifwer  a  finglc  argument  offered  by  the  learned  fcrjeant,  but  ^^ 
content  with  anfwcring  fadls,  fuppofed  to  have  been  (bited.  The 
learned  gentleman  had  difcovered  that  there  was  fomething  beauti- 
ful in  truth,  and  took  great  delight  in  overthrowing  thofe  fdfc- 
hoods  of  which  he  was  himfelf  the  author.  This  was  a  novel  and 
Ingenious  mode  of  arguing,  and  he  could  pot  explain  the  learned 
gendeman's  motive  for  having  recoulfe  to  it,  except  it  were  to  (hew 
his  Ikill  and  cxpcrtncfs  in  reply.  Mr.  Sheridan  contended,  that  as 
it  was  a  breach  of  the  law  to  advife  the  King  to  diffolvc  the  Parlia- 
ment, much  greater  illt^lity  muft  attach  to  the  condudl  of  thofc 
who  advifcd  him  to  land  foreign  troops  in  this  kingdom  without  the 
approbation  of  the  Commons,  inafmuch  as  the  one  was  a  criffir^ 
circumftance  compared  to  die  magnitude  and  danger  of  the  other. 
It  had  been  dated,  that  the  addrcfs  of  both  Houfcs  of  Parliament 
was  a  fuffidcnt  indemnity,  and  was  ftriftly  legal  and  conftitutional. 
But  If  a  Bill  of  Indemnity  was  deemed  ncceffary  with  refpedt  to  the 
violation  of  the  com  laws,  how  mucli  more  ncceffary  was  fuch  a  bill, 
as  far  as  it  regarded  the  landing  a  foreign  army  in  die  caurtr)'  ? 
There  was  one  diftindtion,  he  affirmed,  that  rendered  a  precedent 
abfolutely  defirable  on  the  prefcnt  queftion.  The  Executive  Power 
was  created  for  the  benefit  of  the  people  governed ;  and  that  prece- 
dent could  not  l>e  a  bad  one  that  was  for  the  benefit  of  the  people ; 
and  he  ihould  be  concerned  to  hear  it  laid  down  as  an  axiom,  that 
in  proportion  to  the  abufe  of  the  Executive  Power,  were  Ac  rcprc- 
fentatives  of  the  people  incapacitated  from  exerting  their  ri^ts,  in 
order  to  prevent  an  unconftitutional  ftretch  of  the  pArog^vc  of  the ' 
Crown.     He  was  a  friend  to  juft  prerogative,  but  the  Parliament 
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and  if  once  tfiey  were  tamely  to  fufFer  the  aflumed  exercife  of  any 
die  prerogative  of  the  Crown,  that  moment  they  fealegl  the  death 
warrant  of  the  Conftititfion.     If  it  was  argued  that  His  Majcfty 
bad  die  power  of  landing  foreign  troops  in  this  kingdom,  without 
th^  previous  confcnt  of  Parliament,  and  that  ailment  was  ad- 
mitted, that  moment  the  liberties  of  the  country  were  overthrown.^ 
It  had  been  faid,  that  tliere  was  no  declaration  againft  the  King  in- 
txtxlacing  foreigners  into  the  kingdom,  and  of  courfe  the  mcafurc 
was  not  illegal.     But  here  he  would  indft  that  the  dignity  of  Parlia- 
ment was  called  upon  to  refift  any  fuch  infinuation — for  when  Solon 
had  been  told,  that' in  his  code  of  laws,  tliere  was  no  punifhment 
againft  a  fon  who  had  murdered  his  father,  he  replied^  that  it  was 
becaufe  he  could  hot  conceive  the  poflibility  of  perpetrating  a  crime 
fo  monftrous.     The  argument  he  adduced  from  this  obfervation 
was,  tliat  the  contemplation  of  a  mcafure  of  fuch  magnitude  as  that 
of  landing  foreign  troops  at  the  pleafure  of  the  fovereign,  a  mcafure 
that  might  at  once  annihilate  the  liberties  of  the  people,  was  fuch 
as  did  not  come  within  the  contemplation  of  our  iaw-gtvers,  as  a 
thing  far  above  the  puny  reftriftions  of  a  Itatute,  a  tiling  too  mon- 
(Irous  to  be  thought  ncccffary  to  be  recognized  by  an  aft  of  Parlia- 
ment.    His  honourable  friend,  he  remarked,  who  had  made  the 
modon,  hadjaid,*  that  tjie  introduftion  of  foreign  troops  was  againft 
an  exprefs  law  of  the  country,  but  this  was  confidering  in  too  narrow 
a  point,  of  view,  the  A&  of  Settlement ;    and  he  would  therefore 
take  it  on  the  broad  bads  of  being  too  mon(bx)us  to  be  admitted  in  a 
free  country. '   He  w*s  not  furprifed  to  hear  thofe  gentlemen  who 
had  recommended  themfelves  to  the  Minifter  by  their  apoftacy,  fup- 
port  tlie  mcafurc  ;  but  he  was  aftoniflicd,.  that  the  old  friends  of 
ichat  right  honourable  gendeman  did  not  revolt  at  the  idea,  w^ho 
were  fenfible  from  experience,  how  fatal  the  introduftion  of  ftran- 
gers  to  fupport  a  Minifter  mSght  be  to  themfelves,  by  monopoliz- 
ing all  their  places.  ^  [Here  Mr.  Sheridan  is  fuppofcd  to  have  al- 
luded to  Mr.  Anftrutherand  fome  other  gentlemen.]     He  next  ad- 
verted to  lord  Stafibrd,  a  man  eminent  for  his  abilities,  and  for  his 
protefHon  of  the  rights  of  the  people  againft  the  encroachments  of 
the  crown,  and  equally  notorious  with  others  for  his  ftiamelefs  apofr 
tacy.    When  he  comman^lcd  an  army  againft  Scotland,  he  was  told 
that  the  law  made  it  illegal ;  but  what  was  his  reply  ?    That  he 
would  hang  any  lawj^cr  who  dared  tell  him  fo.     When  he  recol- 
k&ed  that  memorable  fpeedi,  he  was  aware  of  the  arguments  tb 
vhich  gpxtlemen  on  the  oppofite  fide  of  the  Houfe  woula  have  rc- 
courfe,  were  he  to  mention  the  lituation  in  which  he  conftdered  the 
Hefiians,  who  were  the  fubjed  of  the  night's  debate.     If  he  was  a 
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Ma^ftrate^  defHtute  of  thofe  tender  s^ttachments,  which  gcndemcn 
of  that  dcfcription  generally  manifeft  to  thofe  in  power,   he  ihould 
not  hefitatc  to  difperfe  thofe  foreigners,  as  an  illegal  and  tunrnltuous 
rabble.     He  denied  that  they  were  a  l^al  army.     The  Mutiny  aS, 
he  infifted,  did  not  attach  to  them,  and  they  were  not  of  oourfe, 
recognized  by  the  civil  power.      It  has  been  faid  by  an  honourable 
Member  (Mr.  T.  Grenville,)  that  he  conceived,  in  cafe  of  invafion, 
that  His  Majcfty  might  bring  foreign  troops  from  Oftcnd,    for  the 
protedion  of  this  country,  in  cafe  of  danger,  and  that  His  Ma- 
jefty's  Minifters  ought  to  be  impeached,  if  they  did  not  advifc  him 
to  the  meafure.     He  was  of  opinion  that  the  obfervation  Ihould  have 
due  weight  with  die  Houfe,  as  a  defcent  on  the  country  may  not  be 
improbable,  if  gentlemen  canditUy  conlidered  in  what  manner  our 
navy  was  employed.     At  prefent  a  large  pordon  of  the  navy  was  af- 
iifting  at  the  redudlion  of  Corfica,  while  our  trade  was  ncglcded, 
and  captures  made  daily  iri  the  Mediterranean,  and  even  in  -^'ir  own 
Channel.     The  honourable  Member  had  aflccd,    if  Parliament 
would,  in  fuch  a  cafe  impeach  the  King's  Minifters  for  advifiiig 
him  to  introduce  foreigners  into  this  kingdom  ?     To  this  he  would 
anfwer,  though  he  had  no  objeflion  to  vote  for  a  bill  cif  Indemnity, 
for  a  meritorious  violation  of  the  law,  ftill  he  would  not  he  the  hft 
to  move  for  their  impeachment  for  leaving  the  country  in  a  fitua- 
tion  fo  dcfencelefs.      If,    he  faid,  fuch  a  procedure  was  to  take 
place,  he  would  not  anfwer  for  the  fpirit  of  the  cuantrj' ;  for  if  the 
people  were  to  fee  the  kingdom  over-run  by  a  band  of  torcign  mer- 
cenaries, there  exifted  ftill  that  energy  amongft  Eng^iihmcn,  Aat 
they  would,  however  they  may  defpife  the  French,  folJbw  their  ex- 
ample, and  rife  as  an  armed  nation,  rather  than  fubmit  to  the  con- 
fequences  that  muft  inevitably  follow  by  an  army  of  foreigners  being 
fuffered,  on  any  pretence,  to  land  in  the  country.     If  it  were  the 
wifti  of  the  King  to  land  fuch  force,  he  maintained  that  any  con- 
ftrudiion  which  could  be  put  on  the  Bill  of  Rights  was  a  paltry  confi- 
dcration,  compared  to  the  confequences  that  muft  refult  from  fuch  a 
meafure.     He  did  not  wiih  to  fpeak  of  any  particular  Sovereign, 
when  he  afferted,  that  Kings  in  general  thirfted  for  power,  and 
that  their  Minifters  were  feldom  known  to  refift  propofitions  that 
had  for  their  objeft  the  extenfion  of  the  authority  of  thofe  Princes 
from  whom  they  derived  their  influence.     The  militia  adi  enjoins, 
he  obferved,  that  if  the  domeftic  force  of  the  country  \v^as  neccffa- 
rily  to  be  called  out,  that  the  circunriftance  ihould,  as  foon  as  con- 
venient, be  fubmitted  to  the  Houfe.*    But  if  in  an  interval  of  Par- 
liament, fifty  thoufand  foreign  troops  were  to  land  in  the  kingdom, 
who  would  afl[ert  that  the  refponfibility  of  the  Minifter  was  a  fufr 
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cicnt  apology  for  die  meafure  ?    For  my  part,  obfcrvcd  Mr.  Sheri- 
dan,  I  fhould  not  be  very  forward  in  moving  an  zA  of  impeach* 
incnt  againft  a  gentleman  at  the  head  of  fifty  thoufand  men.     It 
was  ridiculous  to  fay,  that  a  previoiXs  ix>tice  of  the  meafure  was  a 
fufiicient  fecurity,  as  while  the  Members  were  fpcaking  pro  and  con 
on  the  bufincfs,  the  lobby  of  the  Houfe  might  be  filled  with  foreign 
mercenaries.      Mr.  Sheridan  next  adverted  to  the  fhrefs  laid  on  the 
precedent  (^f   i  7  84.     At  that  time  it  had  been  mentioned,  that 
Mini  Iters  had  introduced  forworn  mercenaries  without  the  confent  of 
Parliament,  and  that  then  no  Bill  of  Indemnity  was  required  ;  but 
this  he  argued  was  unnecelTary,  as  the  Houfe  had  voted  that  His 
Majefty  s  Minifters  had  forfeited  the  confidence  of  the  Public.    .In 
certain  cafes  he  did  not  conceive  it  wife,  or  good  policy,  to  tie  up 
the  hands  of  the  Executive  Powef.     But  there  were  certain  prin- 
ciples in  a  free  Conflitution,  from  which  the  Houfe  fhould  never 
depart.     If  it  were  true,  that  by  the  voting  of  the  army  eflimates^ 
and  the  navy,  the  expofure  of  our  finance  and  other  circumflancesy 
mjglit  be  attended  with  fome  inconvenience,    yet  when  the  inefti- 
mablc  advantages  which  fpring  from  keeping  the  fpirit  of  the  Con* 
flitution  inviolate,  wxrc  put  into  the  oppofite  fcale,  there  was  no 
Member  in  the  Houfe  who  would  not  fev,  that  the  Conftltution  of 
the  countr}'  fhould-be  held  facrcd,  and  that  a  trifling  blemifh  did 
not  obfcurc  the  valuable  privileges  that  refulted  from  it,  when  its 
other  forr.is  were  impartially  ccntem.plated.      Mr.  Sheridan  con- 
cluded by  giving  his  hearty  approbation  to  the  motion  of  his  honour- 
able friend. 

The  ATTORNEY  GENERAL  faid,  he  felt  an  anxiety  to 
fay  a  few  words  on  the  queftion  before  the  Houfe,  and  hoped  he 
would  be  allowed  a  momentary  indulgence  ;  the  Houfe,  a  fortnight 
ago,  agreed  it  was  improper  to  decide  on  the  legality  or  illegality  of 
introducing  foreign  troops  into  this  country ;  yet  this  night  they 
were  called  on  to  grant  a  bill  of  Indemnity  for  that  meafure,  upon 
which  they  had  refufed  to  decide  whedier  it  was  legal  or  illegal. 
The  Houfe,  he  was  certain,  would  not  facrifice  its  charadler  by  fuch 
inconfiftcncy,  nor  Would  it  now  adopt  a  motion  fimilar  to  that  re- 
jected on  a  former  occafion,  though  not,  perhaps,  in  word,  yet 
clearly  in  import.  He  confidered  the  prerogative  of  the  Crown  as 
facrcd  as  any  odicr  branch  of  the  Conftitution ;  there  was  no  pre- 
rogative veiled  in  the  hands  of  the  Executive  Power  that  was  not 
liable  to  abufe ;  but  if  it  was  abufcd,  the  Houfe  and  the  nation 
could  puniili  the  Minillcrs  who  advifed  the  Crown,  and  whom  the 
Conftitution  made  rcfponfible  for  its  errors.  He  agreed  with  the 
honourable  gentleman  (Mr.  Sheridan)  that  if  the  Minifler  was  at 
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die  head  of  $0,606  men,  it  would  be  difficult  to  make  him  re- 
fponfibley  but  the  fuppofition  was  too  extravagant  to  comment  on, 
and  the  argument  equally  made  againft  every  fpedes  of  prerag^ve 
veiled  in  die  Executive  Government.     He  contended,  the  milida 
bill  was  no  way  concerned  in  the  prefent  queAion.     He  aflerted, 
that  Governors  muft  a£l  in  the  fame  manner  as  individuals  ;  if  it 
was  thought  advifable  to  grant  them  any  powers,  they  muft  alio  be 
allowed  the  means  of  maintaining  them,  or  elfe  fuch  powers  could 
not  exift.     The  precedents  he  would  decline  difcuffing,  but  he  (te- 
lued  that  they  at  all  went  to  decide  the  que(Hon«     In  the  r^>ellk>ns. 
Parliament  did  not  pafs  an  Indemnity  bill ;   though  piopofed,  it 
was  rejeded.    ~One  bill  did  pafs  this  Houfe,  but  it  was  thrown 
out  in  the  other.     He  was  certain  the  Houfe  would  not  decide  on 
the  illegality  of  the  intiodudion  of  thefe  troops  ;  if  it  meant«  how- 
ever, to  bring  in  a  bill  of  Indemnity,  for  which  he  could  XK3t  fee 
the  fmalleft  neceflity,  it  mud  firft  come  to  fome  fpecific  refoludon 
on  the  ill^al^ty  ;  he  concluded  with  contending,  that  no  au^gument 
drawn  from  the  danger  of  the  abufe  of  power,  ought  to  have  any 
wei^t  to  determine  the  decifion  of  the  Houfe. 

Mr.  Serjeant  ADAIR  faid,  he  was  guilty  of  no  inconliftcncr. 
He  was  fatisfied  of  the  illegality  of  landing  foreign  troops  ;  he  had 
moved  the  previous  queftion  on  the  former  motion,  becaufe  he  con- 
fidercd<hc  particular  aft  as  having  received  the  fanftion  of  Piulb- 
ment,  and  he  fliould  vote  for  the  prefent  motion,  becaufe  the  ge- 
neral principle  that  it  was  legal  to  land  foreign  troops  without  confent 
of  Parliament  had  been  maintained. 

•  Earl  WYCOMBE  faid,  late  as  the  hour  was,  he  was  fh-on^y 
inclined  to  offer  his  opinion :  he  allowed  die  prefent  to  be  a  fubjed 
of  grave  and  ferious  import,  and  a  queition  which  naturally 
concerned  the  rights  and  liberties  of  the  people;  he  faw  every  ro- 
fon  for  the  people  of  England  looking  with  jealoufy  and  difhiift  on 
the  proceedings  of  Miniftry :  he  wondered  not  at  his  fncnds  ^nd 
the  people  being  enraged,  when  they  faw  mercenary  foreign  troops 
introduced  into  this  country,  at  a  time  when  pur  own  ibldiery  were 
fent  out  of  the  kingdom  to  procure  the  conqueft  of  Corfica,  to  aid 
in  the  combined  army,  and  to  attempt  the  capture  of  territory  in  the 
Weft  Indies :  he  was  not  furprifed  diat  difcoqtent  ihould  be  general 
through  the  kingdom,  when  the  people  faw  HefTian  troops  introduced 
to  proteft  and  defend  the  coafts  from  the  attack  of  an  enemy.  The 
introduftion  of  thefe  troops,  was  neither  confiftent  with  the  cftab- 
liihed  conilitutional  maxims  or  oeconomy  of  die  country,  and  he 
was  certain  it  was  repugnant  to  every  idea  of  rational  policy.  Much 
as  he  valued  forci^  conqueft,  he  preferred  domeftic  felicityy  whicb 
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could  notbe  enfured,  whilft  mercenary  troops  were  in  the  coiin- 
txy^  or  whilft  the  Minifter  had  the  power  of  introducing  them  into 
the  kingdom.  He  argued  much  on  the  danger  of  the  power.  He 
recommended  the  Bill  of  Indemnity,  to  eftablifli  a  precedent, 
which  might  prevent  future  Mimfters  tranfgrefling  the  limits  pre- 
fcribed  by  the  Conftitution. 

Mr.  SMITH  faid,  that  the  illegality  of  introducing  foreign 
troops  into  this  country  could  not  be  queftiJned ;  no  Conftitution 
could  contain  a  principlfe  which  was  felT-tn-ffy  which  ftruck  at  its 
vital  party  and  endangered  its  exiftenee.     It  was  aflferted  by  the 
Minifters  of  the  Crown  laft  year,  in  this  Houfe,  that  the  Executive 
Magilfa^te  could  build  barracks  in  any  part  of  the  country  he  pleaf-- 
cdy  ^nd  when  built.  Parliament  may  take  into  confideration  the 
propriety  of  their  being  erefted  ;  if  the  Crown  had  alfo  the  power 
of  introducing  foreign  tmops,  he  could  not  tell  what  frather  power 
it  would  think  neceiTary  ;  if  the  Crown  was  vefted  with  fuch  dan- 
gerous prerogatives,  firit  to  build  whatever  fortreflfes  it  pleafes',  and 
then  to  introduce  thofe  foreign  troops  which  may  be  procured  by 
treaty,  or  by  pay ;  what  can  it  fear  ?     What  may  it  not  accomplifti  ? 
It  woald  become  equally  defpotic  with  any  other  in  Europe.     Par- 
liament could  then  make  no  ftand  againft  the  Crown,  it  would  be 
foon  overawed,  and  intimidated  into  a  compliance  with  any  refolu- 
tron  the  Crown  may  fuggeA.     Gentlemen  aiked,  what  was  the  ufc 
of  itic  bill  ?     It  would  declare  the  a6t  of  introducii^  thefe  troops 
to  be  illc^l,  and  eAablifh  a  valuable  precedent.     He  would  not 
reply  to  any  of  the  arguments  of  the  Attorney  General,  who  fcemed 
totally  ^norant  how  to  a6t  on  this  fubjed.     On  a  former  night  he 
uriihfd.  the  queftion  not  to  be  decided,  and  this  night  he  wifhed  not 
himfclf  to  decide  upon  it. 

Mr.  POWYS  faid,  that  from  what  he  had  heard  this  night, 
there  feemed  to  be  a  fufpicion  and  jealoufy  entertained  of  His  Ma- 
jdly's  Minifters.  If  there  were  any  grounds  for  that  fufpicion,  gen- 
tlemen ought  not  to  come  forward  widi  their  Bill  of  Indemnity,  but 
ihodd  make  a  motion  for  impeachment,  and  lay  before  the  Houfe 
and  the  country,  their  motives  and  their  reafohs  for  entertaining 
fuch  fufpicion. 

Mr.  ADAM  £iid  he  would  detain  the  Houfe  but  a  few  moments. 
Nineteen  years  ago  he  fupported  Adminiftration,  at  a  time  that  the 
momentaiy  introdu6tion  of  foreign  troops  was  neceflfaiy  ;  after  de- 
liberating with  the  honourable  Member  who  fpoke  laft,  he  had  then 
determined  that  a  Bill  of  Indemnity  was  necelTary,  and  in  all  the  re- 
fie^on,  and  confideration  which  he  had  (ince,  on  thatfubje6^,  he 
never  had  the  fmalleft  inducement  to  change  that  opinion  which  he 
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then  formed.  His  learned  friend  (Adair)  had  laid  down  fo  vrry 
ably  the  common  law,  that  it  was  unneceiTary  for  him  Co  lay  a  woid 
on  the  fubjedt ;  but  he  affertcd  that  there  was  nc  free  Conflitution  in 
this  country,  if  the  Monarch  introduced  foreign  troops  without  con- 
fulting  his  Parliament.  In  1 7 1 5  and  45  he  allowed  the  Fariiament 
ivas  iilent ;  but  it  by  no  means  followed,  becaufc  Parliamem  did 
not  interfere,  that  the  law  was  altered.  But  what  was  the  opinion 
of  Lord  Mansfield,  that  great.and  refpedlable  authority  ?  At  the 
time  of  the  com  bufinefs  before  alluded  to,  he  thought  a  Bill  of  In- 
demnity abfolutcly  neceflaiy,  as  well  for  the  fafety  of  the  Minifters, 
as  for  the  prefcrvation  of  the  Conilitution.  He  faid  he  would  keep 
his  promife  to  the  Houfe  of  not  going  at  laige  into  the  quelKon ;  but 
that  after  the  mod  ferious  deliberation,  he  was  determined  to  fi^ 
port  the  motion. 

Mr.  FOX  faid,  he  did  not  mean  to  go  into  any  argument,  after 
the  able  difcuiTion  the  queftion  had  received  from  his  learned  fnend ; 
nor  indeed  was  there  any  occalion ;  for  none  of  die  aiguments  that 
he  had  advanced,  were  in  the  lead  refuted.    His  honourable  friend 
(Mr.  Adam)  had  conftdered  the  fubjcd  in  a  plain  and  manly  point  of 
view,  and  from  what  he  had  heard  advanced  by  him,  and  from  his 
own  opinion  on  this  important  fubjedl,  he  concluded  that  if  the  in- 
trodudlion  of  foreign  troops  into  this  country  was  legal,  to  talk  of 
liberty  was  abfurd,  to  fpeak  of  a  free  Conititution  was  iAxakne&. 
Any  thing  which  had  been  advanced  relative  to  this  Conftitution  in 
modem  pamphlets  was  true,  and  even  Mr.  Payne  himfelf  has  not 
written  a  word  of  falfchood  ;  but  the  fubjedl  was  too  well  aigucd 
for  him  or  any  unprejudiced  man  to  entertain  a  doubt  upon  it. 
Ought  fuch  a  queflion  to  be  agitated  in  a  free  Parliament  ?  Ougfif 
fuch  aflertions  as  have  becn»  advanced  to  find  their  way  into  this 
Houfe  ?  Or  ought  we  to  remain  a  moment  in  doubt,  whether  fuch 
a  dangerous  and  arbitrary  power  fhould  be  veiled  in  the  hands  of 
the  Executive  Magiftnite  ?  If  there  is,  or  if  there  (hould  be  fuch 
power  in  His  Majefty's  Minifters,  all  he  would  fay  was,  that  every 
idea  he  had  formed  of  the  Briti(h  Conftitution  was  gone,  and  as 
long  as  he  remained  in  that  Houfe,  and  as  long  as  he  had  the  Hhatj 
of  fpecch,  he  would  remind  the  Houfe  of  its  dangerous  fituatiofli 
and  he  would  remind  the  country  it  was  not  the  intendon  of  our 
anceftors  that  His  Majefty's  Minifters  fhould  poflcfs  this  authoritf. 
Indeed,  he  was  furprifcd  to  fee  the  Attorney  General  fo  fbon  for* 
getting  thofe  fentimcnts  he  had  advanced  on  a  former  nig^t :  hefoons 
to  feel  the  difficulty  of  his  fituation ;  and  he  had  fbong  reafon  to 
fufpefl  his  embarraflment  arofe  from  a  difference  of  opinion  between 
him[and  the  rij^t  honourablcgcntleman  near  him  (Mr.  Pitt).  Hchopcd 
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that  right  honourable  gentleman  was  afhamed  of  the  affcrtion  he  had 
made  on  a  former  del>ate.     He  hoped,  as  to  die  illegality  of  intro- 
ducing thcfe  troops,  there  M^ould  be  but  one  opinion.     He  truftcd 
that  the  Houfc  would  execrate  the  idea  of  the  Crown's  having  this 
power ;  and  he  hoped  it  \iiould  be  equally  execrated  through  the 
country.     The  objcftion  made  this  night  to  the  motion  is,  becaufc 
Bills  of  Indemnity  are  unufual,  they  ought  not  to  be  granted.      On 
a  former  night  the  motion  was  rcfufed,  becaufe  it  was  unrieceffary* 
Indeed,  there  were  different  opinions  in  the  Houfc  on  this  clear  and 
conf^itutional  principle ;  fome   fay  they  ought  not  to  interfere  be- 
caufe the  fneafure  was  illegal ;  others  juftify  the  proceeding ;  whilft 
others  refufe  giving  any  vote  on  account  of  the  illegality.    With  re- 
gard to  precedents,  they  had  been  fo  fully  debated,  he  would  not 
trouble  the  Houfc.     He  faid  it  would  be  criminal  to  fit  filent  now, 
and  not  at  leaft  eftablifh  a  fettled  precedent  for  our  pofterity,  fince 
it  was  the  filence  of  other  Parliaments  on  fimilar  queftions,  that  gave 
us  the  fmalleft  caufe  to  doubt  of  the  illegality  of  fuch  a  prerogative 
as  was  now  maintained.    Had  this  occurred  to  thofe  great  men  who 
framed  that  aft,    or  had  they  the  fmalleft  doubt  the  legality  would 
be  difputed,  they  wduld  have  guarded  againft  the  cunning  of  the 
artful  fervants  of  the  Crown.     A  gentleman  has  alluded  to  the  cafe 
of  a  ficjt  HefTian,  and  has  afked,  if  one  fick  Heflian  was  landed  on 
our  coaft,  would  we  require  a  Bill  of  Indemnity  r  And  this  cafe,  he 
fays,  applies  in  the  prefent  inftance ;  but  how  can  any  one  ufc  fuch 
an  abfurd  argument  r  Was  that  the  cafe,  or  not?  When  this  mef- 
fage  was  fent  by  the  Crown,  we  afked  how  many  foreigners  were  txS 
be  introduced  ?  His  Majefty's  Minifter  anfwered  he  could  not  de- 
clare.     We  demanded  how  long  they  were  to  remain  in  this  coun- 
try? On  that  head  we  were  left  equally  uninformed.     But  now  it 
feems  that  this  country  is  the  rendezvous  of  this  foreign  army,  and 
here  they  arc  t()  remain  till  a  defcent  on  France  fhall  be  pradticable. 
He  declared  he  would  be  very  happy  that  the  Houfe  would  agree  to 
the  motion,  and  give  leave  to  bring  in  a  bill,  for  the  legality  of  the 
power  would  then  be  fully  difcuffed,  and  the  people  of  the  country 
would  then  know  whether  or  not  they  were  free,  or  whether  their 
.Conftitution  was  worth  protefting.     It  has  been  faid  that  every  pre- 
rogative is  carefully  watched,  and  that  Minifters  are  refponfible  for 
any  abufe  ;  he  fuppofed  a  Minifter  would  not  engage  in  a  meafurc 
declaredly  illegal,  unlcfs  he  had  fome  grounds  to  juftify  that  ille- 
gality; but  if  their  intentions  were  pure,  if  their  intentions  were 
upright,  what  objeflion  could  they  have  to  this  Bill  of  Indemnity? 
He  could  not  fee  the  heart  of  men,  but  he  knew  Minifters  were  na- 
turally attached  to  prerogative,  and  often  increafed  it  to  anfwer  fome 
Vol.  XXXVIL  4  E 
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favourite  objedl.     He  quoted  the  authority  of  Lord  Mansfield,  to 
fhew  the  propriety  of  Minifters  having  rccourfc  to  Indenrnity,  when 
even  neccfTity  fhould  urge  then)  to  adt  illegally.     Nothing  oould  be 
more  dangerous  than  this  prerogative,  except  the  Crown  refufii^  to 
aflfemble  Parliament.   If  a  Minider  could  exert  and  introduce  fbrdgn 
troops  when  the  Parliament  is  fitting;  he  may  as  well  attempt  it 
when  it  is  not  fitting.     In  fuch  a  cafe  every  fubjedl  was  bound  to 
rife  in  arms  to  oppofe  him,  and  bring  him  to  a  proper  ule  of  his 
duty:     He  truftcd  gentlemen  would  rccoUedl  their  facred  fituation, 
and  hoped  they  would  not  return  to  their  conilituents,  and  tdl  tlicm 
tlic  Minifter  has  the  power  to  introduce  foreigners  at  his  difcretion. 
We  have  rcpofcd  in  him,  with  regard  to  nicrcenar}'  Heffians,  that 
power  which  we  are  jealous  of  giving  with  refpeft  to  our  own  militia. 
We  have  permitted  hipfi  to  fend  from  the  country  our  own  regular 
troops,  and  have  fufFered  him  to  fubftitute  in  their  place,   Pniifians, 
Hefiians,  Auftrians,    or  Ruffians.       We  have  furrendered  thofe 
rights  which  our  ft^thers  ftruggjed  to  procure ;  we  have  repofed  in 
him  that  unlimited  confidence  which  his  prcdcceflfors  were  never  fuf- 
fcred  to  enjoy.     We  give  our  liberties  to  be  protefted  by  fbangers, 
who  are  ignorant  of  their  value ;  we  have  thus  fportcd  with  your 
freedom,  and  abandoned  your  deareft  rights  to  the  difcredonan 
power  of  Minifters.     No,  no,  let  us  not  betray  the  truft  lepofed 
Mn  us :  let  the  Crown  lawyers  come  forward  and  not  decline  ^ving 
their  opinions :  let  them  defend  this  important  point:  let  them  de- 
clare the  language  of  the  Britifii  law,  wliich  is  fo  clear  and  deciiivc 
on  tile  fubjed ;  and  let  no  man  in  this  Houfe  conceal  his  dioughtson 
this  material,  this  f  undamentiU  principle.     He  would  vote  for  the 
bill,  though  he  would  not  deny  he  preferred  the  former  motion ;  it 
was  a  regular  and  parliamentary  proceeding.     On  the  decifion  of 
this  night  the  liberties  of  EngUfhmcn  were  at  ftake  i  and  if  the  legality 
of  the  proceeding  was  allowed,  tlicy  muft  receive  a  dreadful  and  ir- 
recoverable (hock. 

Mr.  Chancellor  PITT.  At  this  advanced  period  of  the  debate 
I  (hall  certainly  trouble  the  Houfe  as  (hortly  as  poOible.  Indeed  I 
cannot  feel  it  neceffary  to  fay  much  on  the  prcfcnt  occafion,  a«  the 
queftion  appears  to  me  to  lay  within  a  very  narrow  compafs.  It  is 
indeed  neither  more  nor  lefs  than  whether  the  Houfe,  after  hearing 
exadlly  the  fame  aiguments  as  on  a  former  debate,  (hall  be  prevailed 
pn  to  come  to  a  declaration  ftill  more  obJe£Uonable  than  was  then 
propofed,  and  which  they  then  thought  proper  to  rejeft  t  What  upon 
that  former  occafion  was  the  (late  of  the  que(tion  ?  It  was  propofed 
that  the  Houfe  (hould  conM  to  a  declaration,  that  the  introdudion  of 
foreign  troops  into  the  kingdom,  without  the  confent,  had^  and  ob- 
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tainedy  of  Parliament^  was  illegal,  and  contraiy  to  the  principles  of 
the  Conftitution-     What  were  the  grounds  upon  which  this  decla- 
ration was  oppofcd  ?  By  fome  gentlemen,  objections  were  urged  to 
Ac  abftraft  propofition  ;  by  others  it  was  contended,  that  tlie  par- 
ticular aflertion  was  unfounded.      It  was  objefted  to  by  the  learned 
Serjeant  (Adair),  who  had  argued  fo  ably  on  the  prefent,  as  well  as 
on  the  former  debate ;  bccgufe,  though  he  profcffed'himfelf  to  be 
one  of  thofe  who  entertained  opinions  againft  the  legality  of  the  in- 
trodudion  of  foreign  troops,  yet  ftill  he  confidered  the  prefent  cafe 
as  fo  narrow  as  not  to  invite  animadvcrdon,  or  render  any  declaration 
noceiTary  on  the  fubjedl.     An  honourable  gentleman  had  dated, 
that  the  ai^uments  on  which  the  Houfe  had  declined  coming  to  a 
declaration  on  that  occaflon,  were  fo  various  as  to  render  it  proper 
that  the  que(Hon  (hould  be  again  agitated  in  its  prefent  (hape.     I 
draw  a  very  different  conclufion.     The  Houfe  declined  coming  to  a 
declaration,  either  bcpaufe  they  thought  that  there  were  no  arguments 
fufEdent  to  indgce  them  to  come  to  the  declaration  propofed,  or  be- 
caufe  they  faw  no  neceffity  to  come  to  any  declaration  at  all.     This 
being  theftatcofthe  cafe,  what  was  now  attempted  by  the  honour- 
able gendeman  ?  his  morion  went  to  impofc  upt»n  the  Houfe  the  fame 
d^aradon  in  a  ihape  which,  by  his  own  confefiion,  v.  as  ftill  more 
objedtionable  than  that  in  which  it  was  originally  brought  forward, 
naniely,  in  the  preamble  of  a  Bill  of  Indemnity.     That  Houfe  had 
never  thought  it  neceifary  to  interfere  with  declararions,  except  in 
pradical  cafes.     Such  was  the  cafe  in  the  Bill  of  Rights ;  they  had 
never  thought  neceffary  to  apply  a  remedy,  except  it  was  proved  that 
there  cxifted  fome  fpecifie  grievance ;  but  by  the  meafure  at  prefent 
propofed,  we  are  required  to  renounce  this  mode  of  procedure,  fanc- 
tioned  by  the  wifdom  of  our  anccftors,  and  the  uniform  'praftice  of 
Parliament     Therefore,  I  contend,  that  the  objcdions,  urged  on 
the  former  occafion,  apply  equally  to  the  prefent  queftion,  though 
from  the  new  (hnpe  in  which  it  makes  its  appearance,  it  will  be 
found  that  they  have  not  the  fame  advantage  from  their  arguments. 
It  has  been  particularly  urged  in  the  prefent  debate  diat  it  is  impro- 
per to  leave  any  queftion  undecided,  which  has  once  been  ftarted. 
I  aflc  whether  it  has  been  ^he  pradlice  oi  Parliament,  when  once  a 
queftion  has  been  ftarted,  to  follow  it  up  with  a  ferics  of  declarations 
and  definitions, .  as  far  as  the  utmoft  ftretch  of  the  moft  fubtle  ima- 
gination can  go ;  or  whether  this  is  the  proper  method  of  fctting  a 
queftion  at  reft  ?    Againft  this  mode  of  reafoning  I  muft  therefore 
enter  my  proteft.    But  we  are  told  that  fince  the  A6X  of  Settlement, 
in  every  inftance  in  which  foreign  troops  have  been  introduced  into 
the  kijQgdom,  a  pofttivc  law  has  been  contravened.     What  is  the 
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•weight  due  to  this  argument  will  appear  from  the  circumftaiu^e,  tliat 
the  attention  of  the  Public  muft  have  been  called  to  every  inftancc 
of  tliis  fort,  particularly  in  times  fo  n6ar  to  the  period  at  which  the 
Aft  of  Settlement  was  made,  and  when  jealoufies  muft  ftill  have 
been  frefh  ;   but  more  particularly  when  it  was  recollefted  that  thcfc 
very  inftances  had  furnifhed  fubjedl  of  hoftility  to  contending,  parties. 
Still,  however,  it  had  been  deemed  the  mod  wife  procedure  to  leave 
the  point  to  be  determined  by  ufage  and  pra(^ice.     Nay,   upon  one 
occafion,  a  Bill  of  Indemnity  was  propofcd  by  one  Houfe,  and  re- 
jected by  the  other.     On  the  25th  of  April,   1 766,  the  attcmptto 
bring  forward  the  propofition,  that  the  introdudion  of  foreign  troops 
into  the  kingdom  v^^as  contrary  to  law  and  the  principles  of  the  Con- 
ftitution,  was  rejcded  by  a  majority  of  149  to  80  ;  fo  thit  if  the 
meafure  which  was  now  propofed  by  the  honourable  gentleman, 
(hould  not  fucceed  in  meeting  the  fenfc  of  the  Houfe,  it  would  ap- 
pear tliat  it  w-as  not  the  firft  time  which  it  had  fliared  the  fame  fate. 
As  to  the  other  arguments  which  have  been  ftated,  I  muft  remark, 
on  what  has  been  faid  by  thofe  who  affert  the  propriety  of  taking  the 
carlieft  opportunity  of  acquainting  Parliament  with  the  introduftion 
of  foreign  troops  whenever  it  takes  place,  that  this  was  prccifely 
what  I  admitted  in  the  former  debate.     As  to  what  has  been  urged 
againft  me,  that  in  the  qucftion  of  the  regency,  in  oppofition  to  my 
own  maxim,  I  infifted  on  the  propriety  of  confing  to  a  decifion  on  an 
abftradl  declaration,   I  muft  remark,  that  the  propofition  which  was 
here  contefted  met  us  on  the  very  threfhold  ;  that  on  it  were  founded 
all  the  practical  refolutions  v^hich  I  had  topropofe  ;  and,  that  with- 
out fettling  it,  there  was  no  poffibility  to  go  on  with  any  other  part  of 
the  proceedings.     I  refer  to  the  Houfe,  whether  this  is  the  cafe  in 
the  prefent  inftance.    Witli  refpeft  to  my  conducS  on  the  former  de- 
bate, in  coming  forward  to  give  my  opinion  at  a  time  when  it  was 
faid  any  opinion  was  deprecated  ;  the  very  gentleman  who  deprecated 
the  Houfe  giving  any  opinion,  did  himfelf  adhially  ftate  his  own  ojm- 
nion  with  refpedl  to  the  illegality  of  the  introduction  of  troops. 
This  heing  the  cafe,  I  did  not  think  that  it  would  be  manly  in  mc, 
differing  as  I   did  with  him  in  fentiment,  to  difguife  my  opinion. 
And  while  I  difapproved  of  the  Houfe  coming  to  any  declaration,  I 
at  the  fame  time  ftated,  that  I  confidered  the  opinion  of  the  illc^lity 
of  the  introduftion  of  foreign  troops  not  to  be  proved  by  argument, 
to  be  founded  in  law.     I  have  been  accufed  of  bringing  forward 
dodb'ines  in  favour  of  the  prerogative  on  this  occafion-    The  charge 
of  bringing  forward  the  queftion,  I  muft  remark,  does  not  reft  with 
me.    But  when  it  was  brought  forward,  I  confidered  it  as  my  duty, 
honeftly  to  deliver  my  opinion  on  the  fubjeft.     I  cannot  allow  to 
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declamation  or  high-founding  words  any  weight  in  deciding  the  prc- 
fent  qucftion.     I  examined  it  upon  the  grounds  of  law  and  of  prece- 
dent.     I  found  no  law  fandiioning  the  declaration  propofcd  by  the 
honourable  gentleman,  and  on  the  contraiy  I  found  the  ftream  of 
precedents  to  run  cxa6\iy  the  other  way.     Thefe  precedents  have 
always  been  very  fully  ftatcd,  and  they  certainly  lead  t:o  a  very  dif- 
ferent ccnclufion  frr>m  that  which  has  been  held  out  by  the  honour- 
able gentleman.     Wlintever,  then,  others  may  infer,  I  have  a  right 
to  conclude  that  his  propofition  is  by  no  means  made  out,  as  in  op- 
pofing  it,   I  have  reftcd  upon  the  ground  not  of  aflertion,  btit  of  ar- 
gument fupported  by  the  practice  of  Parliament  for  a  century  paft. 
Such  is  the  authorit}^  which  I  ht^ve  brought  forward  for  my  opinion, 
with  rcfi'ctS  to  the  prerogative,  and  if  that  opinion  be  deemed  ex- 
ceptionable, not  I,  but  they  are  in  fault.     Widi  refpcft  to  what 
has  been  urged,  of  the  pride  of  a  Minifter  being  hurt  by  a  Bill  of 
Indcmnitv,  how  can  that  be  the  cafe,  when  the  very  circumftance  of 
a  Bill  of  Indemnity  fuppofes  his*conduft  cither  to  have  been  un- 
avoidable or  meritorious  ?   I  and  my  colleagues  have  never  hedtated 
to  apply  for  a  Eill  of  Indemnity  when  neceflary ;   and   I  (hall, 
in  all  probabiliLy,  have  occafion  to  apply  for  one  wirh.in  a  few  days, 
in  confcquence  of  foine  articles  being  ftopt,  which  though  not  le- 
gally dciaincd,  it  can  be  proved  wtrci  intended  as  militriry  ftorcs  to 
the  encmiV.     I  Tub ir.it  to  the  h'ir»(jurab'c.  g  vitleman  whether  I  or  my 
colleagues  would  do  our  duty,  if,  in  ordtrr  to  p» event  a  warm  debate, 
wc  fliould,  conrrary  to  our  ov.  n  opinion,  fubmit  to  the  propofed  de- 
clirallon  of  the  illegality  of  tl;c  proceeding,  ar.d  whether  we  fhould 
gain  any  credit  by  following  his  advice  in  this  particular  r   While 
my  own  opinion  is  decided  with  refpciS  to  the  clear  legality  of  the 
proceeding,  it  is  at  the  fame  time  equally  made  up,  with  refpcdl  to 
the  impyclicy  of  any  declaration  on  the  part  of  this  Houfc,  and  of  all 
modes  wl  ioh  might  be  fuggefted  for  that  purpofc,  I  deem  that  which 
is  at  prefrnt  propofed,  to  be  the  moft  improper.      With  thefe  fcnti- 
ments  I  c'ui  have  no  hefitation  to  give  my  moft  decided  negative  to 
the  m.otion  of  the  honourable  gentleman. 

Lord  CARYSFORT  faid,  he  thought  it  neceffaiy  to  explain  the 
vote  he  m»cant  to  give.  He  thought  that  His  Majefty  had  not  the 
po^er  to  introduce  foreign  troops  into  this  country,  without  the 
previous  confcnt  of  Parliament :  lie  was  forry  to  hear  the  dodlrines 
which  had  fallen  from  gentlemen  ;  but  as  he  thought  the  landing  of 
the  Heflian  troops  was  a  circumftance  which,  taken  in  all  its  afpe<51s, 
did  not  manifeO  any  intention  of  exercifing  the  affumed  prerogative, 
he  did  not  think  it  necclfary  to  pafs  a  bill  of  indemnity. 
Mr.  BOU  VERIE  was  of  opinion,  that  it  was  illegal  to  land  fi>* 


S8a  PARLIAMENTARY  A.  1794. 

ragn  troops  in  this  countiy  nvithout  confent  of  Parliament ;  but, 
for  reafons  already  flated^  hfe  would  vote  againft  the  motion. 

Mr.  GREY  rofe  in  reply.     He  faid,  that  althoug^i  he  had  in- 
tended, at  the  beginning  of  the  debate  to  refcrve  himfclf  for  the 
purpofe  of  fpeaking  to  what  (hould  be  advanced  againft  his  motion, 
yet  he  would  not,  at  that  late  hour,  trefpafs  much  on  Ac  indul- 
gence ufually  granted  on  fuch  occafions.    He  would  juft  take  notice 
of  fome  particular  points  advanced  by  the  right  honourable  gentle- 
man oppofite  him  (Mr.  Pitt)  who,  in  fubftance  and  cfFeS,  had  re- 
peated the  very  fame  opinion  which  he  had  advanced  on  a  former 
ni^t ;  he  would  fay  in  .fubftance  and  efFecl,  becaufe,  although  it 
was  delivered  in  more  words,  and  in  a  fofter  kind  of  language,  yet 
it  was  exadly  the  fame— namely,  that  the  King  had  ft'  pawer,  in 
time  of  war,  of  introducing  foreign  troops  into  any  part  of  )us  do- 
minions.— ^The  right  honourable  gentleman  had  alfo  referred  to 
precedents,  but  thofe  precedents  did  not  fupport  him ;  not  one  of 
them  which  he  had  .mentioned  could  apply  to  the  prefent  quciUoo. 
But  even  if  they  did  apply,  and  if  it  appeared  that  limilar  a£h  had 
been  pradifed  at  former  periods  by  the  King,  witliout  any  notice 
being  taken  of  them,  the  iilence  of  Parliament  on  thefc  occafions 
ibould  be  the  (irft  thing  to  make  him  bring  forward  a  motion  like  the 
prefent.    But  he  would  deny  that  there  ever  did  exift  in  this  coun- 
try a  cafe  like  the  prefent.  The  only  cafe  which  the  right  honourable 
gentleman  could  produce,  as  bearing  any  rcfcmblance  to  it,  was 
that  of  1 776  ;  even  there  it  was  different.    There  ^^as  no  man  in 
tfiat  Houfe,  who  attempted  to  fupport  the  prerogative  of  the  Crown, 
in  the  manner  that  had  lately  been  done.     The  only  thing  aflced 
for  at  that  time  was  leave  to  land  foreign  troops  in  Minorca  and 
Gibraltar ;  but,  at  the  prefent  time,  it  was  openly  afferted  that  His 
Majefty  had  the  power  to  bring  tlicm  into  any  part  of  his  dominions. 
He  defircd  that  the  members  of  that  Houfe  might  ferioufly  ccnfidcr 
what  an  effedl  fuch  principles  would  have  on  the  Conflitution,  and 
whether  it  would  not  be  neceffary  to  come  to  fome  determination. 
For  his  own  part,  if  they  objefted  to  the  bill  of  indemnity,  he  wa^ 
ready  to  withdraw  his  motion,  and  bring  it  forward  in  any  otfier 
fhape  whatever.  His  only  objedl  and  wifh  w^s,  that  the  Conftitution 
might  be  favcd.    To  fay  that,  though  foreign  troops  were  in  this 
country,  it  was  only  on  account  of  ill  health,  and  as  a  place  of  ren- 
dezvous, was  abfurd. — ^The  .fa£i  was,  that  vaft  numbers  of  them 
were  landed  at  Portfmouth  and  the  Ifle  of  Wight,  without  any  fa- 
tisfadlory  reafon  being  given  for  fuch  landing  \  and  when  he  faw 
I-^rd  Moira  exercifing  his  Heflian  army,  who  could  tell  what  de- 
figns  hi&  Lordfhip,  ii)  conjunction  with  Mini(lerS|  might  havf  in 
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view  ?  Such  were  the  dangers  that  threatened  our  country  and  our 

Conftitution !  It  vras  ridiculous  to  talk  any  longer  of  the  refponli- 

bility  of  Minifters,  for  the  very  abufes  pradlifed  took  away  all  kind 

of*  refponfibility.    It  might  now  as  well  be  faid,  that  the  King  could, 

aifter  having  declared  war,  declare,  likewife  that  it  would  be  too  long 

to  wait  for  the  meeting  of  Parliament,  and  he  (hould  therefore  raifc 

f¥ioney  by  his  own  prerogative,   becaufe  the  exigencies  of  affairs 

required  fuch  meafures !  Thus,  under  that  futile^  pretext  of  die 

refponfibility  of  Minifters,  the  moft  dangerous  and  defpotic  powers 

might  be  given  to  the  King.     Mr.  Grey  declared,  that,  as  long 

su  he  ihould  continue  to  fit  in  that  Houfc,  he  would  never  give  up 

this  point.     He  would  continue  from  day  to  day  to  bring  the 

queftion  forward  under  different  (hapes,  until  aided  by  the  abilities 

of  hi^  honourable  friend  who  fat  near  him,  he  Ihould  at  length  be 

able  to  cfleft  fomething  for  the  prefcrvation  of  our  Conftitution, 

which  there  had  been  fo  many  attempts  made  to  deftroy. 

The  queftion  was  then  called  for,  and  the  Houfe  divided,  when 
tiiere  appeared, 

For  the  motion,  41 ;  Againft  it,   1 70. 

At  a  quarter  paft  one  the  Houfe  adjourned  till  Monday  next. 

Mondajy   1 7/A  March. 

Mr.  BURKE  moved,  That  the  Managers  of  the  Impeachment 
againft  Mr.  Haftings  do  inquire  into  the  circumftances  which  have 
occafioned  t)ie  continuance  of  his  trial,  and  that  they  report  their 
opinion  thereon  to  the  Houfe.     Ordered. 

On  the  queftion  that  the  bill  for  augmenting  the  Militia  forces 
be  ingrofl"ed— ' 

Mr.  BAKER  obferved,  that  this  meafure  did  not  appear  to  him 
to  be  adequate  to  the  purpofe  for  which  it  was  profeftfedly  brought; 
forward.  It  was  faid  to  be  a  provifion  for  a  danger  which  threat- 
ened this  country.  Now  if  the  danger  was  imminent,  our  force 
ought  to  be  ^qual  to  it,  and  this  bill  did  not  appear  to  him  to  be  of 
that  nature.  He  had  fcen  a  paper,  wliich  was  dated  Whitehall, 
14th  of  March,  1794,  feeming  to  recommend  a  general  fubfcrip- 
tion  for  die  purpofe  of  carrying  on  meafures,  of  which  the  bill  now 
before  the  Houfe  was  a  part.  He  confidered  that  paper  as  at  then* 
tic,  and  therefore  it  was  regular  for  him  to  allude  to  it.  He  muft 
on  that  fubjedt  fay  that  he  objeded  to  the  meafure  as  an  irregular 
one.  Parliament  was  the  only  1(^1  organ  of  the  country,  through 
which  the  people  ftiould  confent  to  aflift  the  carrying  on  of  any  mea- 
fure to  be  paid  for  out  of  the  public  purfe.  He  admitted  that  this 
was  a  point  not  now  immediately  before  the  Houfe;  but  perhaps 
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fomcthing  fpccific  might  be  brought  forward  upon  it  fomc  future 
day :  he  could  not  however  fuffer  this  opportunity  to  pafs  without 
making  this  obfervation — The  meafure  to  wliich  l;c  alluded  coil  J 
not  be  legal  at  any  time,  but  leaft  of  all  during  the  fitting  of  Par- 
liament. 

Mr.  Serjeant  ADAIR  exprefled  his  opinion  of  the  irrcgulaTity 
of  the  meafure  of  raifing  any  public  fubfcrlption,  to  aflift  the  car- 
lying  on  of  the  meafures  of  the  executive  Government  independent 
of  the  interference  of  Parliament.  He  was  of  opinion  there  (hould 
leaft  be  an  adl  of  Parliament  to  fanftion  the  meafure. 

Mr.  Chancellor  PITT  faid,  that  the  bill  now  before  the  Houfe 
was  only  a  part  of  what  he  opened  tlie  othc^  day  in  a  general  man- 
ner, as  a  plan  for  the  internal  defence  of  this  country,  and  for  the 
purpofe  of  enabling  His  Majefty  to  employ  his  regular  forces  with 
more  vigour  abroad. — ^This  bill  was  feparately  and  diltin£Uy  fur 
augmenting  the  militia.  He  ftated  then  to  the  Houfc  that  it  was 
iji  contemplation  with  the  Executive  Power  to  take  otlier  mcafurcs 
which  would  require  the  confideration  of  the  Houfe.  He  did  not 
then  exadtly  and  fpccifically  know  the  whole  of  what  he  fhould  find 
it  his  duty  to  ftate  to  the  Houfe.  Upon  the  moft  mature  confidera- 
tion he  had  been  able  to  give  to  the  fubjcft,  he  was  now  ready  to 
declare,  that  that  which  fhould  be  the  moft  conducive  to  the  free 
exercife  of  the  difcretion  of  the  Houfe  in  adopting,  was  that  wliich 
it  was  his  intention  to  fubmit. 

General  SMITH  was  of  opinion,  that  if  the  danger  was  imme- 
diate, the  remedy  ought  to  be  fpeedy.  If  the  danger  was  nor  im- 
mediate, he  did  not  think  that  a  remedy  was  wanted  ;  at  all  e\t:nts 
this  was  not  a  remedy  for  an  immediate  danger. 

Mr.  FOX  faid,  that  the  meafure  faid  to  be  going  through  the 
country,  by  way  of  a  recommendation  from  His  Majefty  to  the 
people,  to  ftand  forth  and  aflift  the  executive  Government  with  w- 
luntary  fubfcriptions,  he  had  held  often,  held  now,  and  was  likely 
to  hold — ^to  be  entirely  illegal ;  and  to  be  a  meafure  the  moft  dan- 
gerous to  the  Conftitution  of  this  country.      If  the  object  was  to 
legalize  that  pradtice,  he  was  perfcdlly  fure  that  there  fliould  have 
been  a  bill  for  that  purpofe.     A  bill  rauft  pafs  to  authorifc  the  ap- 
plication of  fuch  money,  even  after  it  was  raifed,  or  not  one  bil- 
ling of  it  could  be  legally  applied  ;  and  therefore  it  woold  not  be 
fatisiaflory  to  him  to  hear  that  a  bill  might  pafs  in  the  courfe  of  the 
proceeding.    This  opinion  he  had  frequendy  given  during  the  Ame- 
rican war,  and  all  he  had  ever  heard  upon  the  fubjeft  had  not  in 
the  moft  diftant  degree  tended  to  alter  that  opinion.     Having  faid 
this,  he  muft  now  Qonfefs^  with  refpedl  to  hAs  upon  the  prelent 
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ealb,   he  was  without  information :  he  fpoke  in  that  refpcS  entirely 
from  rumour.    What  had  been  fcnt  to  the  Lord  Lie\jtenants  of  the 
counties,  and  what  their  anfwcrs  might  be,  he  knew  not ;  but  fup- 
pofing  the  meffage  alluded  to,  of  a  recommendation  for  the  opening 
of  a  general  fubfcription,  to  have  been  fent,  he  had  no  doubt  that 
complying  with  fuch  meffage,  and  applying  fuch  money  without  an 
adl  of  Parliament,  was  entirely  and  highly  dangerous.     Whenever 
that  fubjefl  came  forward,   he  fhould  be  ready  to  argue  it  on  the 
points  he  had  juft  mentioned  ;  and  he  hoped  that  the  Houfe  would 
not  proceed  on  doubtful  points  without  firft  removing  all  difficulties 
that  flood  in  the  way  of  the  regularity  of  the  proceedings  of  Par- 
liament. 

Mr.  POWYS  admitted,  that  fubfcriptions  to  raife  armies  without 
the  confent  of  Parliament  were  illegal ;  6x  for  the  Executive  Govern-. 
ment  to  proceed  on  fuch  fubjefts  in  any  points  on  which  there  had 
not  been  a  parliamentary  fadion ;  but  the  Houfe  would  judge  of 
thefe  points  in  due  time,  when  ihey  came  regularly  before  them.  The 
only  fubjc£l  now  for  confideration  was  a  bill  for  the  augmentation 
of  the  militia. 

Mr.  BUXTON  ind  Mr.  VANSITTART  faid  each  a  few 
words. 

The  bill  was  then  ordered  to  be  ingroffed. 
Mr.  WiLBERFORCE  moved,  that  the  bill  for  fupplying  foreign 
territories  with  (laves,  &c.  be  now  read  a  third  time. 

Lor^  SHEFFIELD  faid,  that  from  what  he  had  to  obferve  on 
the  motion  now  before. the  Houfe,  he  did  not  expcdl  to  plcafe  the 
honourable  mover  any  more  than  he  did  in  a  former  ftage  of  this 
bill.  He  inuft  however  fay,  that  the  prefent  endeavour  to  hurry 
this  bufinefs  was  fliamcful  and  fcandaloiis,  and  furpafiing  all  bounds 
of  decency.  It  was  well  known  that  merchants  concerned  in  this 
trade  were  to  meet  to-morrow  ;  and  as  fai;  as  depended  on  the  pro- 
ceedings of  the  Houfe  of  Commons,  they  would  lofe  the  benefit  of 
that  meeting ;  under  this  conviction  he  fhould  move,  tliat  inftead 
of  the  word  "  now,"  Friday  next  be  infcrted. 

Mr;  WILBERFORCE  faid,  that  what  he  had  juft  heard,  was 
certainly  not  of  a  more  conciliating  nature,  than  what  the  noble 
Lord  had  been  pleafed  to  deliver  on  a  former  day  i'  but  he  wa§  not 
diipleafed  wilft  it,  for  now  he  was  a  little  more  ufed  to  fuch  obfer- 
vations  than  formerly,  and  fhould  treat  it  with  more  temper.  With 
regard  to  what  the  noble  Lord  had  thought  fit  to  call  fhameful  and 
fcandalou^  he  muft  obferve,  that  thofe  epithets,  if  applied  to  any 
diing,  applied  to  the  whole  Houfe,  for  in  making  the  motion  now 
before  them,  he  had  only  obeyed  the  order  of  the  Houfe.     He  had 
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nothing  to  uige  upon  this  motion,  the  Houfc  would  determine  as  ic 
fhould  think  proper.  He  fhould  only  fay,  that  if  any  of  the  mer- 
chants had  dill  farther  reafons  to  offer  to  the  Houfe,  why  the  bill 
now  before  them  (hould  not  pafs,  they  had  time  in  abundance  for 
that  purpofe. 

Lord  SHEFFIELD  explained. 

Mr.  FOX  faid,  that  the  bill  how  before  the  Houfc  had  been  as 
Jong  perhaps  in  pafling  through  its  ftagcs  as  any  other  in  this,  or  any 
pthjcr  feflion  of  Parliament,  in  which  the  queftion  involved  in  it  was 
fo  well  undcrftood.     Whnt  was  tlic  c.ifc  here  ?     Th^  bill  paffed  a 
Committee  of  the  whole  Houfe.    The  whole  of  it  was  Fecomniitrcd 
for  the  purpofe  of  receiving  any  amendments  to  which  the  Houfc 
could  agree,  coming  from  the   merchants  and  the  planters,  srJ 
others  who  were  known  to  have  wifhcs  hcftile  ro  the  bill :  for  tliis 
purpofe  plenty  of  time  w:is  allowed.     He  (hould  be  excecdingif 
forry,  not  only  for  the  lofs  of  this  bill,  bit  aifo  for  the  delay  of  it ; 
for,  in  his  opinion,  if  there  was  any  one  thing  more  inr.pdrtant  than 
another  for  tliat  Houfe  to  attend  to  in  the  execution  of  its  duties,  it 
was  that  of  taking  care  they  did  not,  by  negligence  and  fruitlc6  de- 
lays, in  matters  highly  affedting  thejufriceand  human'r  •  of  mankind, 
bring  their  proceedings  into  difeftecm,  or  their  intcnri-jns  intofufpi- 
cion.     He  thought  that  Houfe  had  very  little  ilarc  in  tlie  delay 
which  had  taken  place  in  the  parliamentary  regulation  of  the  Slave 
Trade,  when  he  recolle6ted,    that   above  two  years  agp,  refolu- 
tions  were  carried  up  from  that  Houfe  to  the  Houfe  of  Lords,  of 
which  their  Lordlhips   poftponed  the  confideration,    (upon  god 
grounds  very  likely)  for  almoft  a  whole  feflion.  He  had  heard  much 
of  the  ne>y  Jcalendar  of  the  French  ;  but  he  thought  the  proceedings 
of  the  Lords  gave  us  a  ftill  more  extraordinary  kalendar.     From  die 
whole  of  the  laft  fcflion|  their  Lordfliips  avoided  for  the  trial  of 
Mr.  Haftings  four  days,  and  four  hours  to  each  day !    They  had 
put  off  that  trial  to  a  day  in  April !     They  then  put  off  the  fiuther 
confideration  of  the  Slave  Tr^dc  a  day  after  that,  when  it  was  well 
known  that  the  difcuffion  of  either  the  one  or  the  other  of  thcfe  im- 
portant public  points  muft  nutcrially  fuff^r.     He  was  anxious  that 
the  Houfe  of  Commons  fliould  not  coiitfibute  to  tliat  delay.    L^ 
them  reqiembcj"  they  were  going  to  fend  the  bill  ijow  before  them  to 
a  Houfe  of  flow  proceedings.   A  r^cw  kalendar  lye  Ipmom  was  adopt- 
ed in  another  countr)%     But  the  Houfc  of  Lords  had  a  ialcndar 
more  extraordinary ;  they  had  allowed  for  one  great  bufinels  4^ 
hours  in  the  year,  for  the  other  only  1 6  !    This  was  a  new  mode 
pf  calculating  time.   He  fliould  therefore  advifc  the  Houfe  of  Com- 
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mons  to*  take  fuch  meafures  as  that  they  might  not  fall  under  the 
cenfurc  of  the  public  in  the  pn^efs  of  this  bufinefs, 
Mr.  CAWTHORNE  fpoke  in  favour  of  the  delay. 
Mr.  HAWKINS  BROWNE  contended,  there  had  been  fuf- 
ficient  time  already  given  ftu*  the  ronfideration  of  the  f'ibje£t.^ 

Mr.  Serjeant  ADAIR  obfervcd,  that  tht*  Weft-India  nierchantd 
might  have  called  their  meeting  before  :  they  had  not  chofen  to  be 
heard  by  counfel,  or  to  examine  witneffes  in  the  Committee,  and 
he  did  not  fee  any  ground  for  farther  delay. 

Mr.  DENT  faid,  that  a  few  days  could  not  make  any  great  dif-^ 
ferencc  ;  and  when  fo  immenfe  a  property  as  74,000,000!.  was  in 
danger^  it  would  be  worth  while  to  confidcr  for  fo  iliort  a  time  as  td 
Friday.  He  wifhed  to  know  if  the  learned  Serjeant  had  been  called 
on  for  a  legal  opinion  in  a  matter  of  importance,  he  would  not  re- 
quire a  few  days  for  confideration  :  he  doubted  not  but  the  honour-* 
able  g^ndeman  (Mr.  Pit^,  under  whofe  fandion  this  meafure  was 
carried  through  the  Houfe,  would  foon  have  reafon  to  repent  thd 
fupport  he  had  given  it. 

Mr.  FRANCIS  faid,  that  the  honourable  gcndeman  certainly 
would  not  attempt  to  fay,  that  becaufe  the  foreign  flave  trade  was  to 
be  aboliihed,  that  the  whole  of  the  property  of  the  Weft-India  mer- 
chants would  be  in  danger. 

Mr.  DENT,  in  explanadon,  faid,  that  this  was  a  ftep  to  a  total 
abolition,  by  which  the  whole  of  the  property  would  be  very  much 
endangered. 

Mr.  WILBERFORCE  faid  a  few  words ;  after  which  the 
Houfe  divided,  for  the  third  reading ; 

Ayes,  74;    Noes,  33.     Majority,  41. 
General  FITZPATRICK  then  called  the   attention  of  the 
Houfe  to  the  fubjedl  of  which  he  had  given  notice.     He  faid,  that 
if,  at  all  times,  it  became  him  to  apologize  to  the  Houfe,  for  offer- 
ing his  fendmpntsi  he  felt  himfelf  under  the  necefiity  of  rcquefting 
a  more  than  ufual  portion  of  their  indulgence,  when  he  brought 
forward  a  modon  of  a  nature  fo  peculiar  as  that  which  he  was  now 
about  to  fubmit  to  their  confideration ;  that  the  new  and  extraordi- 
nary circumftances  which  nriark^d  the  prefent  times,  muft,  in  fome 
infbnces,  give  occafion  to  new  and  extraordinary  modes  of  proceed* 
ing.     If,  however,  he  (hould  be  fuccefsful  in  (hewing  that  the  hiea- 
fure  he  recommended  to  them,  was  fuch  as  the  honour  of  the  Britifh 
nation  called  for,  fuch  as  the  interefts  of  juilice,  humanity,  and 
policy  appeared  to  di£tatc,^--whether  ther'^  might  or  might  not  be 
found  upon  the  journals  of  Parliament,  examples  of  a  fimilar  pro- 
ceeding, he  trufted  it  would  not  be  contended  to  be  fuCh  as  it  could 


\iS  PARLIAMENTARY  A.  1794. 

be  unfit  for  a  Biitiih  Houfe  of  Commons  to  adopt.  Who^  upon 
a  former  day,  the  unjuft  detention  and  rigorous  confinement  in  die 
prifons  of  an  ally  of  ^is  country^  of  four  difiingiiiihed  Members 
of  the  Conftituent  Aflcmbly  of  France  had  been  adverted  to,  there 
feemed  to  prevail  through  all  quarters  of  the  houfe  fo  marked  a  fen- 
timent  of  difapprobation  and  abhorrence  of  that  a6t  of  tyranny,  as 
to  induce  His  Majeljy^s  Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer  to  rife  from 
his  place,  and  formally  and  emphatically,  on  the  part  of  the  coun- 
cils of  this  country,  to  difclaim  and  difavow  all  participation  what- 
ever in  a  tranfadion  fo  jufily  and  fo  generally  reprobated. 

That  right  honourable  gentleman  was  probably  of  opinion,  an  J 
poflibly  many  others  might  concur  in  it,  that  this  declaration,  deli- 
vered from  an  authority  ifo  high,    and  in  a  manner  ib  pid)lxcr  ^^^ 
fufficient  to  exonerate  the  charader  of  this  country  from  any  fhaic  of 
that  odium,  which  fuch  an  exercife  of  wanton  and  execrable  tyranny 
muft  naturally  excite  in  every  humane  and  generous  bofom.     Were 
this  end  attained  by  it,  it  did  not  appear  to  him  that  it  wouM  be- 
come the  Houfe  to  content  diemfelves  without  proceedii^  a  fiep 
farther,  and  confidering,  at  leaft,  whether  it  might  not  be  in  their 
power  to  devife  fome  proper  expedient  for  relieving  from  tlieir  cala- 
mitous fituation  the  vidinis  of  a  tyranny,  which  a  fenfe  of  national 
honour  had  prompted  them  to  difclaim.     Mere  motives  of  hunu- 
nky  might  as  ilrongly  induce  os^to  fuch  a  condu£t,  as  when  unfortu- 
nately we  have  thought  ourfclves  jufiified  by  pdittcal  motives,  ti> 
form  alliances  with  Indians,  we  have  ftill  felt  it  a  dutv  to  endeavour 
to  wreft  the  tomahawk  from  their  hands,  to  prevent  their  prifonetci 
from  being  fcalpcd  ;  nor  had  Engliflimcn  heard,  without  pride  and 
fatisfadion,  inftanccs  which  had  occurred  in  the  prcfcnt  war,  of  Bri- 
tifli  foldiers  intcrpofing  to  preferve  the  lives  of  enemies  from  Auftrian 
and  Pruflian  barbarity.     But  it  was  not  upon  mere  motives  of  hu- 
manity that  he  refted  the  grounds  for  our  interfi:rcncc  in  this  bufi- 
nefs.     To  all  who  might  think  the  Miniftcr's  declaration  fufficient 
to  vindicate  the  national  honour  from  being  iniplicatcd  upon  this  oe- 
cafion,  he  conceived  he  had  a  full  and  a  deciiive  anfwer,  in  a  h& 
with  which  the  Houfe  was  perhaps  unacquainted,  but  of  which 
Miniflcrs    would  not  deny    themfclves  to  be  apprized ;    a  faci, 
which  not  only  juftificd,  but  in  truth  rendered  indifpenfable,  the  in- 
terference of  this  country,  either  by  an  explicit  difavowal  on  the 
part  of  that  Houfe,  or  by  an  interpofition  of  His  Majefty  with  the 
Court  of  Berlin,  which  might  render  fuch  proceeding  of  that  Hode 
unnecefTary.     The  fad,  he  alluded  to  was  this,  that  the  King  of 
PrufTia  being  folicited  to  hberate  thefe  unfortunate  prifoners,  had  rc- 
umcd  for  anfwer :  Tiaf  the  liUrty  of  the  perfons  alyblted  Fa 
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depend  upon  him  aUne  ;  that  the  otheE  powers  muji  be  confulted ; 
and  that  their  confent  was  neceffhry.     Now,  he  would  afk,  if  the 
Bridih  nation  Iboked,  as  he  believed  it  did,  with  abhorrence  and 
detefbtion  iq)on  this  unjuftifiablc  adl  of  tyranny,  whether  we  were 
not  called  upon  by  this  declaration  of  the  King  of  Pruffia,  to  exprefs 
our  fenfe  of  it,  and  to  notify  to  our  ally,  that,  as  far  as  this  coun- 
try is  concerned,  we  difclaim  all  participation  in  the  iniquitous  and 
unwarrantable  treatment  of  thcfc  unhappy  pcrfons  ?    The  attention 
of  the  Public  had  been  fo  generally  occupied  with  the  wonderful 
events  of  the  French  revolution,   that  it  might  perhaps  appear  hardly 
neceflary  to  call  it  towards  the  conduft  of  that  individual,  who, 
from  the  veiy  confpicuous  part  he  has  atSlcd  through  the  courfe  of 
them,  feetned  to  form  the  principal  fubjccft  of  the  prcfent  day's  dif- 
cuiTion.     A  friendftiip  he  had  contraftcd  which  that  gentleman  at 
an  early  period,  and  of  which  he  had  never  feen  reafon  to  feel  other- 
wife  than  proud,  had  led  him  to  a  particular  and  mfhute  obferva- 
tion  of  his  conduct  in  the  very  difficult  and  trying  fituations  in  which 
he  had  been  placed  ;  and  he  would  venture  to  fay,  that,  as  far  as 
public  events  could  prove,  or  as  any  private  information  could  enable 
him  to  judge,  he  had  never  difcovcred  an  inflancc  in  which  he  ap- 
peared to  him  to  have  deviated  from  that  ftraight  path  of  honour  and 
int^rity,  to  which  he  knew  it  to  be  the  natural  difpofition  of  his 
chara6ter  inviolably  to  adhere.     No  one  could  have  attended  to  the 
progrcfsof  the  French  revolutions,  without  remarking,  that  the  ac- 
tors in  thefe  interefting  and  important  fcencs  had  been  divided  into 
four  diftindt  parties  or  defcriptions  of  men.      Firft,  into  the  two  ge- 
neral defcriptions  of  Royalifts,  and  Republicans  ;  thefc  again  fubdi- 
vided  into  the  fupportcrs  of  an  unlimited  and  a  limited  monarchy, 
of  a  republic,  governing  through  the  medium  of  a  popular  rcpre- 
fentation  ;  and  of  another,  ftj'ling  itfelf  a  republic,  didtating  to  that 
popular  rcprefcntation,   and  exercifing  an  abfolute  authority,    by 
means  of  clubs  and  focictics,  co-operating  throughout  the  country, 
and  fubjcdling  the  whole  of  it  to  the  ancontroulcd  dominion  of  a  fan- 
guinary  and  tyrannical  ufurpation.     What  have  been  the  caufes 
which  have  contributed  to  throw  all  the  power  into  the  hands  of  this 
laft  defcription,  it  was  not  to  his  purpofc  to  inquire,  although  he  con- 
ceived it  would  not  be  difficult  to  point  them  out.     But  he  would 
wifli  to  put  this  queftion  to  every  Member  of  the  Britifh  Houfe  of 
Commons  ;  amongft  which,  of  the  four  claffes  of  men  he  had  de- 
fcribed,  (hould  we  feek  thofc  charadlcrs,  whofe  views  and  principles, 
fhould  be  moft  congenial  with  thofc  of  Engliftimcn,  attached,  as  all 
Engliftimen  juftly  are,  to  the  Conftitution  of  their  country  ?     It 
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the  Conditution^   eftabliflied  by  the  Conftituent  Aflcmbly  of  France 
differed  moft  cffentially  from  that  of  this  coiiitry.     Nay  tnore,  he 
would  admity  that  it  appeared  to  him  fo  unfKilfully  framed,  dot  it 
contained  in  it  fuch  principles  of  felf-d^ftru6Hon,  as  made  it  next  to 
impofTible  that  it  fhould  not  fpeedily  terminate,  cither  in  an  abfolute 
nionarchy,  or  a  republic.     Still,  however,  it  would  be  impof&ble 
to  deny,  but  that  the  framcrs  of  it  had  in  a  certain  degree  looked  to- 
wards this  country  as  a  model,  although  they  had,  perhaps  with 
more  prefumption  than  judgement,  conceived  thcmfelves  equal  to 
the  tafk  of  improving  upon  a  fyftem,  tlic  wifdom  of  which  experi* 
ence  had  fanftion^d.     In  this  dcfcription  of  men,  from  the  firft 
formation  of  the  National  AfTembly,  to  the  hour  of  the  diilblution 
of  the  monarchy  of  France,  were  found  uniformly  and  fteadily  ad- 
ihg  the  four  ill-fated  perfons  now  languifliing  in  the  prifons  of  our 
ally  the  King  of  Pruflia.     Whatever  might  be  the  umverfal  feeling 
towards  the  French  Government  in  the  prefent  moment,  he  defired 
to  recall  tlie  recolledlion  of  the  Houfc  to  what  had  been  the  prc\-aii- 
ing  fentiments  of  almoft  all  parties  and  defcriptions,  when  the  news 
of  the  deftrudlion  of  the  Baftille  firft  reached  this  country  5  and  he 
would  afk  if  that  event,  though  attended  with  fome  popular  ex- 
cefTes,  which  it  (hould  be  reftiembercd  General  La  Fayette  endea- 
voured, at  the  hazard  of  his  life,  to  prevent,  was  then  confideied 
as  a  crime,  his  fhare  of  which,  and  a  confidcrable  (hare  it  was,  he 
dcfcrved  to  expiate  in  the  baftilles  of  Wefcl  and  of  Magdebouig.  He 
was  at  that  time  called  by  the  voice  of  his  countrymen  to  the  com- 
mand of  that  national  guard,  which  carried  into  efFcdl  and  main- 
tained that  revolution ;  a  revolution,   he  would  venture  to  aiTert, 
favourably  confidered  in  this  country.     If  we  follow  his  ftcps  from 
that  day  to  the  hour  in  which,  after  an  inefFe6tual  ftruggle  againft 
the  Jacobin  ufurpation,  he  withdrew  himfelf  from  the  French  terri- 
tor}',  no  one  inftance  could  be  produced  in  which  he  had  not  prov- 
ed himfelf,  as  far  as  circumftances  admitted,  the  fupporter  of  order, 
of  1^1  authority,  of  the  Conftitution,  and  more  efpecially  of  the 
perfonal  fafety  of  the  monarch  appointed  to  prefide  over  it.     After 
having  formed,    or,  as  they  termed   it,    organized   the  national 
guards,  it  was  for  thcfc  purpofcs  he  uniformly,  fteadily,  and  unre- 
mittingly exerted  himfelf.      It  is  true,  that  his  authority  was  not  al- 
ways adequate  to  the  tilflc  ;  the  days  of  the  5th  and  6th  of  October 
had  been  cited  againft  him.     He  would  beg  leave  to  cite  them  a« 
inftances  of  the  truth  of  what  he  was  advancing  in  liis  favour. 
Without  entering  into  an  unnecefikry  detail  of  the  proceedings  of  thofc 
days,   he  would  advert  only  to  fome  of  tlic  leading  circumftances  ot 

them.       It  was  vee}]   Vnnwn.    thnl-  d/*nt*m]   T.a  F'jirAtt<»  tv^a   ftvrcoi. 
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tinder  threats  of  immediate  aflaflination,  to  Verfailles,  upon  that  oc- 
caiion ;  but  his  conduct,    when  there,  would  bcft  explain  the  views 
and  motives  by  which  he  was  acSuated.      It  is  a  fa6i,   that  under 
the  waUs  of  the  palace,  then  aflailed  by  an  outrageous  multitude,  he 
prevdlcd  upon  the  troops  to  renew  their  oath  of  fidelity  to  the  King. 
It  is  a  fad,   that  he  attacked  and  drove  that  multitude  from  the  pa- 
lace ;   it  Is   a  fa6V,  that  he  himfelf  perfonally  delivered  from  the 
han^s  of  the  affaflins,    fifteen  of  the  unfortunate  Royal  guards. 
Nay,    it  is  probable,  that  if,  as  many  have  furmifed,  defigns  were 
entertained  againft  the  'fafety  of  the  Royal  family,   it  was  owing  to 
the  exertions  of  General  La  Fayette  that  thofe  defigns  were  defeated. 
Be  that  as  it  may,  the  Queen  hefitated  not  to  declare  that  (he  confi- 
dered  herfelf  as  indebted  for  the  prefervation  of  her  exiftence  to  his 
care ;  and  there  arc  thofe  now  in  London  who  heard  the  unfortu- 
nate Princefs  exprefs  heffclf  to  that  effcd.     The  utmoft  blame 
which  had  been,  \Sth  the  flighteft  cplour  of  probability,  imputed  to 
him   upon  that  occafion,  was,  that  havings  believed,  perhaps  too 
haftily,  tranquillity  to  be  rcftored,   and  the  fecurity  of  the  palace 
provided  for,   after  having  been  fixty   hours  without  fleep;  after 
having  been  fifteen  hours  on*  horfcback,  combating  with  the  fury  of 
tempeftuous  weather,   and  the  more  tcmpeftuous  fury  of  an  enraged 
multitude,  he  had"  allowed  himfelf  the  indulgence  of  a  Ihort  interval 
of  reft.     During  that  interval,  the  outrages  were  unhappily  renew- 
ed ;   and  this,  without  the  fhadow  of  probability,  has  furniflied  his 
calumniators  the  pretence  of  accufing  him  of  having  retired,    pur- 
pofely  to  give  occafion  for  the  renewal  of  tliofe  outrages  he  had  quelled, 
and  which,  upon  their  being  renewed,  he  again  flew  with  equal 
xcal  and  alacrity  to  reprefs.     Ever}'  fubfequent  a*flion  of  his  life  was 
a  reftitation  of  this  abfurd  and  improbable  calumny.     During  the 
King's  refidence  at  Paris,  he  exerted  every  power  he  pofleflTed  to 
obtain  for  him  more  liberty  than  the  public  jcaloufy  thought  it  fafe 
to  grant  him.     When  that  jealoufy  incited  the  people  to  rcfift  his 
intendons  of  retiring  to  St.   Cloud,  General  La  Fayette  ftraincd 
every  nerve  to   maintain  the  unfortunate  monarch's  right  of  re- 
moving where  he  thought  proper ;  and  finding  his  efforts  inefFedlual, 
he  aflually  refigned  his  command  of  thfe  national  guards,  and  had 
been  induced  to  refume  it  at  the  folicitation  of  all  the  peaceable  in- 
habitants of  P^ris,  who  in  him  faw  their  only  fafc^uard  againft  out- 
rage and  confufion,  and   at  the  folicitation  of  the  Royal  family 
themfelves,  who  in  him  faw  their  only  protedlor  againfl:  thofe  who 
meditated  their  deftru6Hon,  which  the  ill-advifed  and  ill-concerted 
meafure  of  the  King's  flight  too  much  contributed  to  eflPeft.     A 
fneafure  adopted  ^t  the^^uggeftion  of  other  counfels^  and  taken  with- 
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out  the  knowledge  or  concurrence  of  General  La  Fayette.     Coold  * 
it  be  neceffary  to  dpfcnd  him  againft  the  imputation  of  having  fent 
an  Aid-du-Camp  to  arreft  the  Monarch  upon  his  flight  ?    By  lb 
doing,  he  did  not,  in  facS,  but  tliat  was  immaterial,  con^buteto 
prevent  his  cfcapc  ;  for  the  King  had  been  flopped  fevcrai  hours  be- 
fore thesrrival  of  his  mcffenger,  within  fix  leagues  of  the  frontiers. 
But  could  he  pofllbly  do  Icfs  than  this,  without  incurring  the  fufpicion 
of  having  connived  at  a  ftep  then  univerfeUy  confidercd  as  fetal  to 
the  intcrcfts  and  fafcty  of  his  countr)'-  ?    While  this  is  imputed  to 
him  as  a  crime  by  his  enemies,  tliey  f6rbear  to  mention,  that  upon 
the  King's  return,  it  was  to  him,  and  to  his  firmnefs  and  fiddity 
alone,  that  the  attempt  to  overthrow  the  monarchy  was  at  that  time 
rdinquifhcd.     In  a  Committee  of  leaders  of  the  Aflembly,  xvbenit 
was  agitated  whether  the  King's  profccution  ihould  or  Ihould  not  be 
inftitutcd,  General  La  Fayette  put  an  end  to  the  deliberation,  by 
explicitly  declaring,  that  if  they  proceeded  to  'the  trial  and  dcpo- 
fition,  or  execution,  of  the  Krhg,  he  would,  on  that  event,  at  the 
head  of  the  National  Guards,  pitxrlaim  Louis  XVI L     Soon  after, 
in  the  firft  inftance,  the  Jacobins  ventured  openly,  by  infurrecSion, 
to  violate  the' freedom  of  the  Aflembly.      It  was  upon  tliat  occafion 
that  General  La  Fayette,  under  the  provifions  of  the  exiflii^  law, 
in  the  Champ  de  Mars,  by  force  difperfed  the  infuigcnts.     It  has 
been  urged  againft  him  in  this  country,  that  upon  fomc  occafion  or 
other  he  ufed  the  dangerous  expreflion  of  the  (acred  duty  of  infur- 
re<Sion.     His  adlions  are  the  beft  interpreters  of  his  meaning  in 
thefe  words,  and  they  have  fliewn  that  it  was  tyranny  of  evety  de- 
fcription  which  he  confidercd  it  as  a  duty  to  refift.     Nor  was  he  Icfs 
ready  to  revolt  againft  the  oppreflion  of  the  Jacobins  than  he  had 
been  againft  that  of  the  ancient  defpotifm  of  France.  Whether  all  his 
meafurcs  were  well  timed,  whether  there  might  not  be  more  gal- 
lantry than  prudence  in  his  open  declaration  of  war  againft  a  power- 
ful faction,  more  courage  than  policy  in  quittii^  his  army  tpprc- 
fent  himfelf  at  the  bar  of  the  Aflembly,  he  would  not  pretend  to 
decide.      It  was  fuSicicnt  if  purity  of  intention  appeared  to  have 
been  the  motive  of  his  condudl.      It  had  happened  to  few  pcrfons 
to  have  fo  many  opportunities,  and  have  more  eagerly  embraced 
them,  of  facrificing  his  favourite  objeds  to  a  fenfc  of  duty.     With 
an  ;irdent,  and  by  many  thought  an  inordinate,  thirft  of  popular 
applaufe,  he  heOtated  not  to  facjrifice  liis  popularity  and  favour  with 
the  multitude  of  Paris,  to  his  principle  of  fupportii^  what  the 
Aflembly  had  cftabliflied,  and  what  was  in  fact.thc,only  csifting 
legal  authority  in  France.     Anxious  as  he  had  ever  b^cn  ftar  mili- 
tary glojy ,  he  fuenuoully  oppofcd  a  war  where  the  caa^amA  of  ^ 
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army  oflfered  him  the  means  of  acquiring  it.     Whcii  the  moderate 
j-arty,  to  which  he  faithfully  adhered,  declined  in  power,  he  refiftcd 
«vcry  offer  made  him  by  the  Republicans,  and'upon  receiving  their 
offers,  prepared  himfolf  to  projed  the  means  of  openly  rclifting 
their  deligns.     He  laid  before  the  King  a  projcft  for  fecuring  his, 
retreat  from  Paris  tp  Compeigne,  which  the  Conftitutioh  warranted. 
Unfortunately  the  King,  though  he  expreffed  his  obligations  to 
Him,   did  not  think  proper  at  that  time  to  make  the  attempt.     So 
late  as  the  5  th  of  Augiift  he  acceded  to  it,  when  too  late.     Hi^^ 
UHrflengcr  did  not  reach  General  L^JaycttO  fiU  the  8 A,  a'rtd^ttj? 
I  oth,  as  every  body  knows,  the  feite  both  of  the  monarch  and  thp 
monarchy  was  decided.     Still  the  Republicans  did  not  dcfpair\of 
gaining  over  General'  La  Fayette  to  their  views  ;  and  it  is  well 
known,  that  the  Commiflioners  then  fent  to  his  army  had  infhnjc- 
tions  to  offer  him  the  firft  dignities  of  the  Republic.     His  anfwcr 
to  them  was  (ionfigning  diem,  according  to  die  provifions  of  the 
Conftitution,  to  the  civil  power,  as  violators  of  the  law :  and  after 
a  virtuous^  though  ineffectual,  effort  to  fupport  the  Conftitution,  to 
which  he  had  pledged  himfelf,  he  withdrew  himfclf  from  his  com- 
mand, and  paffed  the  fiontiers,  in  die  firm  rcfolution,  however,  of 
not  joining  the  enemies  of  hb  country :  and  here,  perhaps,  fomc.  * 
may  trace  the  caufcs  of  the  rigorous  treatment  he  has  met  with. 
Had  he  deferted  to  die  enemy,  he  Would  have  been  received  with 
open  arms ;  had  he  delivered  the  Comminioners  of  the  Affembly  to 
the  Aufhians,  he  might  have  fecn  his  virtues  recorded  in  the  pro- 
clamation of  princes.     Had  he,  like  many  others,  carried  off  the 
money  cheft  of  his  army,  he  might  have  enfurcd  himfelf  a  welcome 
reception ;  but  his  condudl  was  different.     Though  determined  not 
to  ferve,  his  generous  nature  forbade  him  to  bet;^y  the  Republic. 
As  a  duty  to  thofe  he  commanded,  he  left  them  'in  fuch  a  polition, 
that  when  General  Clairfait,  upon  the  report  of  his  having  quitted 
them,  conceived  it  a  favourable  opportunity  £br  attacking  them, 
and  marched  for  that  purpofe,  he  found  them  fo  polled  as  to  judge 
it  prudent  to  relinquifli  the  attempt.     General  La  Fayette,  with  a 
company  of  officers,  in  all,  including  their  attendants,  confiding  of 
forty-two  perfons,  paffed  into  a  neutral  country,  and  upon  neutral 
ground,  having  entered  an  Auihian  poft,  upon  a  promife  of  a  free 
paffage  from  die  Commander,  was  madp  prifoner.     From  this 
poft  he  was  conduced  to  Namur,  where  he  was  offered  his  liberty, 
upon  condition  of  joining  the  army  of  the  French  Princes.     This 
he  hcfitatcd  not  to  refufe,  and  the  King  of  Pruffia,  commanding  io,' 
the  diftriil,  demanded  him  and  his  companions  as  his  pri%>ner$* 
That  they  have  not  been  confidored  as  prifonqrs  of  war,  as  fomc  have! 
Vol.  XXXVII.  a  G  ^     ^ 
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contended,  was  clear  from  the  circumffanccs  of  all  thofe  wbo  had 
ferved  in  their  armies  being  rclcafed,  and  thofe  only  detained  vpbo 
had  been  Members  of  the  Conftituent  Affcmbljrof  France,  and 
who  being  transferred  to  Wefel,  were  confined  fpecifkally  as  j»i- 
Toners  of  ftate.  It  was  not  for  Him  to  hazard  an  opinion  upon  the 
law  of  nations  in  that  Houfe  ;  but  he  could  not  conceive  upon  vhi! 
conftrudion  of  it  a  Prince  coiild  be  authorized  to  confijie,  as  pri- 
foners  of  ftate,  the  fubjedts  of  another  country,  for  any  condiiA 
which,  with  rcfpeft  to  that  country,  they  mi^t  have  thought  fir! 
to  adopt.  With  refpeft  to  the  treatment  of  thefc  unfortunate  per- 
fons,  he  could  ftate  from  the  moft  authentic  information,  thar  if 
had  been  to  the  laft  degree  fevcrc  and  cruel ;  that  ihey  had  been 
confined  in  fubterrarteous  and  unwholcfome  dungeons,  which  hid 
nearly  proved  fatal  to  the  lives  of  fome  of  diem ;  that  they  had  been 
debarred  from  all  communication  with  each  other,  and  die  utmri 

I 

favour  which,  after  long  folicitation,  had  been  obtained,  was  the  per- 
mUTion  one  hour  in  the  day  each  feparately  to  breadiedic  frrih  ar, 
and  that  under  a  number  of  harfhand  mordfying  rcftridfons.    To 

,  do  juftice  to  the  feelings  of  human  nature,  wherever  this  bttbarftv 
had  been  praflifed,  their  feelings  had  excited  a  general  cooipaflkHi 

and  indignation,  which  had  probably  occaiioned  dieir  finquenc  le- 
movils  from  one  dungeon  to  another. 

He  feared  he  might  be  accufed  of  havii^  dwdt  too  long  on  > 

•  part  of  the  fubjeft  upon  which  he  trufted  there  could  be  but  one 
common  feeling  through  the  whole  Houfe ;  all  the  oppiAtton  there- 
fore he  had  to  expect  inuft  be  founded  upon  the  fuppolcd  impiu- 
priety  of  our  interference  in  this  bufinefe,  and  it  was  to  this  ooint 
tiiat  he  moft  particularly  folicited  the  attention  of  the  Houfe.    He 

•believed  the  nation  was  at  the  prefent  moment  (ufficiendyaM'akeneii 

•from  the  dream  of  fuppofing  poffible  the  fubjugation  of  France,  bv 
means  of  external  force  alone.  ITie  King's  declaration  of  die  29th 
of  06tbber,  which  he  held  in  his  hand>  authorized  him  to  con- 
clude, that  it  is  to  the  difpofition  of  a  part  of  ti^e  French  nation  to 

/  /hake  off  the  tyranny  of  their  prefent  rulers,  that  His  Majeltvs 
Minifters  chiefly  jook  for  a  happy  termination  to  the  prefent  con- 

-teft.  Could  then  the  promifcs  held  fordi  In  this  declaiotion  be 
confidcred  by  thofe  to  whom  they  were  addrefied,  as  otherBrifc  tha» 

'  falfe  and  dclafive  promifcs,  made  only  by  one  of  the  powers  com- 
bined againft  them,  while  others  of  the  confederates  manifci^»  bf 
their  conduft,  the  different  views  and  motives  by  which  tht^'  2:^ 
a6tuated,  and  plunge  into  dieir  dungeons,  and  doom  to  every  t^- 
tremity  of  rigorous  imprifonment,  perfons  of  the  very  fame  dcfcrip- 
tion  with  thofe  whom  the  King  of  Grtet  Britain  is  addrdfiiJg  i^ 
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widi  invitations  to  co-opetate  inridi  him,  and  to  whom  he  is 
lifing  every  a0iflance  and  fuppCNt  ?   Under  th^  words  of  this 
dedaration)  General  La  Fayette,  and  his  fellow-fufFererSy  are  en« 
cirlcd  to  demand  from  the  King  of  Great  Britain,  <^  as  far  as  the 
C9€Arfe  ef  human  events  will  aUoWy  friendjbipy  fecurityy  and proteflion,** 
I^e  then  quoted  the  words  of  the  declaration,  holding  forth  thefe 
promifes  t$  **  all  Juch  as  Jbould  declare  for  monarchical  government, 
4irwd  Jbake  off  the  yoke  of  a  fanguinary  ana7'chy,**    They  had,  he  con-> 
tended,*  declared  for  a  monarchical  gwemment;    nay  more,  they 
dad  hazarded  their  lives  in  its  fupport.     They  tuid  (haken  off  the 
yoke  .of  a  fanguinary  anarchy  ;  but  the}'  had  unfortunately  fallen  into 
the  hands  of  what  is  cs|l)ed  a  legal  eftabliflied  govemntent,  not  lefs 
^injuft  and  tyrannical.     Could  it  be  maintained  that  the  interfer-* 
ence  of  the  King  of  Great  Britain  was  improper  in  behalf  of  thpfe 
to  whom  he  had  folemnly  pxomifed  friendihip  and  protedion  ?  Or 
iRTould  it  be  laid  that  thofe  promifes  were  intended  only  for  fuch  as 
ihould  declare  for  the  unlimited  and  arbitrary  defpotifm  of  the  an* 
cient  monarchy  of  France?   Though  the  conduct  of  MinifterSp 
ihouM  they"  perfevere  in  withholding  their  interference  in  this  cafe, 
mig^t  warrant  fuch  a  fufpicion,  the  words  of  the  King's  declaration 
expre&ly  contradidls  it.     If  the  treatment  of  thefe  ppfoners  is  aq 
improper  fubjed  of  concert  with  our  allies,  the  whole  condudt  of 
the  confederacy  with  refpedl  to  France,  is  a  fubjed  equally  impro- 
per to  concert  with  them.     And  was  there  any  one  man,  whether  a 
Aipporter  oS,  or  an  enemy  to,  the  war,  who  did  not  feel  that  the 
jobjeA  above  all  others  the  mod  defireable,  was  to  unite  tlie  whole 
of  the  confederated  powers  in  <Hie  uniform  and  explicit  declaratioa 
of  the  purpofes  of  the  war  ?   It  was  furely  an  inconfiflency  too  grofe 
lo  efcape  yniverfal  pbfervation,  that  while  the  Kings  of  Great  Bri« 
tain  and  Spain  invite  the  Conftitutionalifts  of  France  to  join  their 
(bmdard,  the  Emperor  and  die  King  of  PruflTia  (hall  load  with 
chains,  and  condemn  to  imprifonment,  thofe  very  Conftitutionalifts 
wh9  are  fo  unfortunate  as  to  £ill  into  their  hands.     It  had  been 
faid,  with  vttaX  truth  he  knew  not,  but  it  had  at  }eaft  been  be* 
lieved  by  tibc  perfons  the  mod  Immediately  concerned,  that  a  French 
gentleman  had  been  lately  baniihed  from  this  country  at  the  infti- 
gation  of  the  Court  of  Vienna'.     If  this  was  true,  it  was  doubtlefs 
a  flagrant  violation  of  that  confidence  which  the  Legiilature  ha^ 
repofed  in  the  executive  officers  of  the  Crown,  in  paffing  the  Alien 
Bill,  the  irrefponiible  nature  of  that  law  prevented  the  means  of 
afcertaining  the  truth  or  falfehood  of  that  rq)ort ;  but'  if  it  was 
true,  what  (hould  we  think  of  thofe  who,  while  they  fcruple  not  to 
injjift  puiuOm^t  to  gra&fy  the  vindi Ai ve  cruelty  of  pne  aUy^  affc^ 
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f^  deny  their  power  of  interpofing  to  fdicit  panlon  from  the  dc- 
mency  of  another  ?  Wherein  could  confift  the  diffiailty  of  negnci- 
«ing  with  the  Court  of  Berlin  upon  this  fubjed  t  Wc  had  a  Mi- 
nifter  at  that  Court,  a  nobleman  of  diffinguiflied  diptomatk 
talents,  fcledlcd,  it  might  be  fuppoTed,  for  the  peculiar  infiucnoe  he 
had  in  former  indances  fhewn  over  the  councils  of  that  Couit; 
iHould  M'C  do  the  injufticc  to  Lord  Malmlbuiy'^  aWlincs,  tofiq^fofe 
him  capable  only  of  influencing  the  pafiioas  of  the  monarch  to 
whom  he  is  fent,  into  a6ts  of  violence  and  hoftility  ?  Sorely  we 
might  believe  his  Lordflilp  fufficicntly  dexterous  to  avail  himff  If  of 
fome  of  thofe  happy  opportunities  which  his  prefcnt  nc^gociarinns 
cannot  but  abundantly  afford  him,  fome  of  thofe  mni/ia  temp'^r^j 
when  he  is  urging  his  PruflTian  Majefty  to  accept  of  fevcn  or  ci^ht 
hundred  thoufand  pounds  of  the  nioney  of  Great  Britain  to  induce 
him  to  perfevere  in  the  war,  juft  to  throw  in  a  word  of  (blicitariofi 
for  thofe  unhappy  pcrfons,  which  mi^t  in  a  moment  break  open 
their  prifon  doors,  and  reftore  the  enjoyments  of  the  common  bene- 
fits of  nature. 

He  had  abfhined  from  touching  upon  the  (hipid  impolicy  ^ihc 
general  treatment  of  all  who  had  fcpaiated  themfelves  from  diccaafc 
of  the  French  Republic,  partly  becaufe  he  conceived  the  confidcra- 
tions  he  had  urged,  of  higher  importance ;  and  partly,  becaufe  he 
feared  tlie  mifchiefs  produced  by  that  impolicy  irreparable.     The 
number  of  Royallfts  we  had  converted  into  Republicans,  the  excel- 
lent and  flcilful  officers  our  zeal  againft  republicanifm  had  fumiihcd 
to  the  caufe  of  the  Republic,  could  not  oafily  be  calculated  ;  but  no 
reafonable  man  cbuld  doubt  but  t!ie  efFeds  pf  this  miferabie  poliqr 
had  been  already  fcverdy  felt  in  the  ptogrefs  of  tliis  calamitous  war. 
In  aH  points  of  view,  it  appeared  to  him  that  the  Hoitfe  was  called 
upon  to  concur  in  the  addreis  he  was  about  to  move.     In  canrjing 
Jt  to  the  ftx)t  of  the  Throne,  we  (hould  a^rd  our  Sovereign  an  op- 
portunity of  difplaying  to  the  world  thofe  virtues  ^hich  we,  by  living 
under  his  government,  know  him  fo  eminently  to  pofiefs.     What 
more  fublime  or  more  afFedHng  anfwrcr  could  be  made  to  the  wild  and* 
undiftinguifhing   invedlives  of  democracy,  involvii^g  all  things  in 
the  common  denomination  of  tyrants,  tlian  tlie  example  of  a  Mo- 
narch, reigning  over  a  free  people,  interpofing  his  benevolent  intrr- 
cefTion  in  favour  of  men  fufFerir^,   under  the  perfecutionsof  dcfpot- 
ifm,  the  penalties  of  having  defended  the  liberties  of  tficir  counnry- 
What  better  contraft  could  wc  afford  to  tSe  AtVifw  we  impute  «> 
our  enemies,  than  the  pradiceof  the  mofl  amiable  and  iQofl  exalted 
Chriftian  virtues,  charily,  mercy,  and,  in  the  cafe  of  one  of  the 
'perfons  alludpd  to,  foipe  might  perhaps  tliink  fhould  be  add^I)  tha( 
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pcculiarlv  Ghriftian  virtue,  the  forglvcnefs  of  Injuries  ?     This  led 
Him  to  the  notice  of  a  circumftance  \('hlch  ought  not,  perhaps,  to 
have  been  i^holly  omitted,  though  he  would   not  do  the  Houfe  the 
ifijury  to  believe  it  could  in  the  bread  of  any  individual  operate  as  « 
reafon  againll  die  prcfent  motion.     He  meant  the  circumftance  of 
Crencral  La  Fayette  having  ferved  in  America  agalnft  this  <teuntry^ 
previous  to   any  rupture  having  taken  place  between   France  and 
England,     To  thofe  with  whom  he  had  agreed  on  the  fubjefk  of  t^ 
American  war,  he  prpfumed  no  juftiflcation  of  General  Lz  Fayette 
was  in  this  ihftance  neccffary.     It  would  be  indeed  eTCtraordinary^ 
if  they  who,  in  that  Houfe,  in  their  fpeechcs,  or  in  the  puUIc  papers 
by  their  writings,  had  avowed  their  approbation  of  the  American 
cauie,  (liould  charge  as  a  crime  in  a  ^rcigner  the  having  bome^arniB 
in  fupport  of  it.     But  to  the  moil  violent  fupporters  of  that  war^ 
fome  mitigating  circumRances  might  perhaps  be  urged     Was  it  a 
^rifne,  never  to  be  foigiven,  in  a  young  man  of  nineteen  years  of 
age,  the  fubje6t  of  a  Monarchy  where  military  gloiy  was  coniidered 
as  the  only  laudable  obJ^ft  of  ambition,  in  one  of  his  rank,  with 
the  connivance,  perhaps  with  the  encouragement  of  the  Prince  of 
whom  he  was  the  fubje^  and  the  officer,  to  have  engaged  in  holfi* 
]ities  againd  a  rival  nation,  previous  to  the  declaration  of  a  war 
which  enfued  but  ayear  afterward^,  and  that  without  any  fuch  dc^ 
claration  being  formally  made  f  If  the  Houfe  could  have  drvifed 
any  proper  means  of  interfering  in  favour  of  that  unfortunate  Prince 
himfelf,  would  his  pondu^Ei  towards  this  country,  in  the  American 
war,  fuTcly  not  4efs  objediionable  than  that  of  General  La  Fayetfe^ 
have  fuggefted  itfelf  to  a  generous  mind  as  an  aigumetit  againft  die 
meafure  ?  Might  not  this  circumftance  be  confidered  in  a  nmc  li- 
beral point  of  view ;  and  might  not  at)  argument  be  drawn  from  it 
in  fupport  of  the  prcfent  quc(Hon  Pit  was  reported,  with  what  ibufw 
dation  he  did  not  know,  that  the  Vnited  States  of  America  had  f<v 
licited  the  liberation  of  their  unfortunate  adopted  fcUow  citizen  ;  it 
could  be  hfrdly  doubted  but  th^  illuihious  Prefident  of  thofe  States 
muft  feel  deeply  interefted  in  the  misfortunes  of  his  friend  and  pupi}» 
into  whofc  mind,  by  precept  and  example,  he  had  inftilled  thofe 
principles,  whidi  were,  in  truth,  the  caufe  of  his  prefent  fuifcrings. 
The  influenoeof  America  over  the  councils  of  £erlin  might  not 
perhaps  be  very  powerful ;  that  of  Great  Fritain  a>uld  fcafoely  be 
exerted  in  vain.     Let  Britifh  magnanimity  then  be  called  to  the  aid 
of  American  gratitude,  ^nd  ^yhilnt  to  ip^nHind  a  iMble  proof  that 
wherever  the  principles  of  liberty  prevail,  of  national,  orderly,  and 
legal  lit)ertv«  tnev  never  tail  to  intpire  l^][itiments  of  generoluy,  feel- 
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ings  of  humanity,  dcteflation  of  oppfdfion,  and  all  the  fuhliiiKft 
virtues  of  which  the  nature  of  man  is  capable. 

He  had  now  Aatrd   all  die  grounds  which- had  induced  Mm  to 
fering  forward  this  bufincfs.     He  had  endeavoutcd  to  ihew  ibc  ax^ 
du6t  of  the  perfons  whofe  caufe  he  had  pleaded,  to  have  bem  fud) 
29  might  entitle  them  to  the  cfteem  even  of  their  political  adverfarits» 
if  purity  of  intention  might  demand  that  fentimenty  or  if  the  vio- 
lence of  party  antmofltics,  inflamed  to  the  degree  they  muft   have 
been  by  tonfliAs  fuch  as  have  occurred  in  France,  coidd  leave  room 
far  candour  or  impartial  it}'  in  the  breads  of  thofe  engaged  in  them. 
To  the  objection  againft  the  propriety  of  our  interpofitiony  he  had 
oppofed,  firfl,  the  declaration  of  the  Kii^  of  PruOia,    that  thiy  are 
thefrjfofters  of  all  th^  confederated  Powers  ;  feoondly,  the  dedaiadon 
of  the  King  of  Great  Britain,  that  he  is  defirous  of  co-operating 
withy  and  that  he  offers  his  friendfhif  and  proteBUn  to,  all  tfapfe 
ffiio  fliall,  by  declaring  for  a  monarchical  government  ^  Jbake  offtheyAt 
$f  tki  fanguinary  anarchy,  of  France.     He  wiihed  not  to  uigc  the  mo- 
tion, if  His  Majefly's  Miniflers  ihould  iignify  thdr  difpofition  to 
interpofe  in  behalf  of  dicfe  unfortunate  prifoners  ;  not  prifoners  cf 
war,  according  to  any  known  rule  or  pradioe  of  war  ;  not  prifoners 
of  Aate,  according  to  any  poflible  interpretation  of  the  law  cf  na- 
tion^-;  but  prifoners  detained,  not  lefs  in  defiance  of  every  principle 
of  law  and  juftice,  and  far  lefs  fo  upon  ai^  pretended  plea  of  necef* 
l>ty,  than  any  of  the  unhappy  perfons  now  langinlhing  under  the 
tyranny  of  Jacxibin  defpotifm  in  the  dungeons  of  Paris.     While  we 
yied  with  each  other  in  profiefiing  our  attachment  to  die  conftkution, 
}ie  urged  the  HouKe  lr>  avail  itfelf  of  this  opportunity  to  mantieft  to 
die  world  its  genuine,  mild,  and  beneficent  fpirit ;  interpofing  to 
protect  the  vidims  of  unlimited  democracy  in  one  country,  tiie  vic- 
tims of  unlimited  monarchy  in  another,  and  who  could  only  build 
their  hopes  of  a  termination  of  thdr  calamities  from  the  genocus 
interference  of  a  free  Government,  under  a  limited  Monardi,  equally 
difiant  firom  the  extremes  of  democratic:  or  Royal  tyranny  ;  fur  the 
fupport  of  which,  in  their  own  country,  they  rifqucd  their  lives,  ai4 
for  which  oflTence  alone  they  were  now  wafting  their  days  in  the  hot- 
rors  of  a  cruel,  a  rigorous,  and  tyrannical  imprifonment. 

He  concluded  with  moving,  ".  That  an  humble  addreft  be  pie- 
(ented  to  His  Majcfty,  to  reprefent  to  His  Majc%,  that  it  appealed 
to  that  Houfe,  that  the  detention  of 'General  I^  Fayette,  Alexander 
Lameth,  Bureau  de  Puzy,  and  Latour  Maubouig,  in -prifon  by  or- 
der of  His  Majefty's  ally  the  King  of  Pruflia,  i^-as  injurious  to  His 
Majefty  and  the  caufip  of  his  allies,  and  humbly  to  befeedi  His  Ma-^ 
jefty  moft  graciouily  to  intercede  in  fuch  a  pumier  as  to  his  Ro}4 
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wiftlom  (hall  fcem  moft  propet  for  the  deliverance  «f  thefe  unhappf 
pcrfons." 

Colonel  TARLETON  feconded  the  motion.— -My  honainaLble 
friend  (fays  he)  has  taken  fuch  a  compn^henlive  view  of  the  qiief- 
fion,  that  there  is  little  left  for  me  to  imprefs  on  the  feelings  t^f 
gendemen.     Though  I  cannot  content  mylblf  by  barely  fecondiif 
hts  motion^  I  (hall  not  trefpafs  long  on  the  patience  of  the  Houft^ 
on  the  fubjed  introdiiced  (o  ably  and  eloquently  by  my^  right  ho- 
nourable friend.     So  many  circumfhnces  occur  which  attract  the 
attention  of  the  mind,  and  cling  fo  cloieiy  to  the  heart,  that  I  an 
at  a  lois  how  to  b^n,  or  how  to  of&r,  an  apology  for  a  man, 
whofe  conduA  fecms  to  have  been  more  calculated  to  excite  admi- 
ration and  efteem.  than  to  (land  in  need  of  extenuation  or  defence. 
However,  in  fpcaking  of  M.  La  Fayette,  whofe  unmerited  (ttfier- 
tngs  give  birth  to  this  day's  detK^tCy  it  is  not  my  intention  lo  expa- 
tiate on  his  early  virtues— nmiiis  fuccefsful  exertions  in  the  c^e  of 
liberty  in  another  quarter  of  the  globe — on  his  noble  refiftaxice  of 
defpotifm  in  his  own  country— or  on  his  inviolable  attachment  fo 
Aat  Conftitutiony  which  he  considered  as  bcft  calculated  to  intr>- 
duce  (bcial  happinefs  and  civil  liberty  into  France,    Ail  thefe  Hopict 
(diough  every  one  will  admit  they  are  highly  intcrefKng,  and  mijjht 
raife  even  apadiy  itfelf  to  enthuHafm)  I  (hall  almoft  entirely  omit^ 
aflfuming  only  the  ri^t  to  revert  to  the  Con(HtutiQn  of  1 789  ;  be- 
caufe  it  will  be  indifpenfably  neccflfary  fometimes  to  recur  to  diat, 
to  ilhi(hate  the  arguments  I  mean  to  offer  on  this  occaiion.    I  will 
not  wafte  the  time  of  the  Houfe  by  attempting  to  delineate  thcjne- 
rit  which  po(!erity  will  afcribe  to  La  Fayette,  for  his  exen^dary  coo- 
dud  in  many  difRcolt  (ttuations  at  Paris  as  far  back  as  the  year  1 788* 
I  will  not  attempt  to  paint  the  confpicuous  moderation— 'the  umfif- 
guifed  philanthopy — tlie  real  patriotifm  which  he  difplayed,  wheix 
called  upon  by  the  unanimous  voice  of  his  country  to  the  firfi  fitn- 
ation  in  the  army,  during  the  years  1789,   1790,   17919  ^uid 
part  of  r792«     I  cannot  give  you  an  idea  of  the  agony  of  mind 
whidi  this  honourable  perfon  muft  have  endured,  when  the  flatter- 
iqg  and  benevolent  hope  which  he  .had  fo  long  chexilhed  was  over-^ 
caft^when  the  Coni^itution '  which  his  King  and  Country  had 
ad(^ed — which  England  has,  in  fome  meafurc,  approved  through 
one  of  her  comman4ers — was  endangered— M'hen  that  delightful 
.yifion,  which  his  patriotic  mind  had  entertained  for  the  good  and 
happinefs  of  millions  of  his  fellow-creatures  was  blaAed  and  de- 
flwyed — ^but  I  can  tell  the  Houfe  how  he  afted  on  this  trying  occa- 
fion,  and  how  the  labours  which  M.  La  Fayette  had  undertaken, 
^d  which  were  then  approaching  to  a  fpccdy  and  happy  condolionj 
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•  were  inttmlpCed-  It  is  ftcCcl&ry  to  recall  to  thfc'rccollcflion  cf  the 
Houfe  the  memory  of  that  dcteftablc  treaty  of  Pilnitz ;  to  point  out 

:how  that  called  forth  tlic  powers  of  Germany— how  that  tended  to 
promote  Jacobinifm  in  France,  and  to  interrupt  the  Confthution  of 
1789.  When  France  ^as  affailed  by  foreign  Kings  and  Princes, 
her  hatred  to  dcfpotifm,  frcm  which  flic  had  juft  enaancipated^ 
nmfed  her  encr;^  into  fury ;  the  preparations  of  her  external  ene- 
mies—-the  rude  attat^ks  of  German  mercenaries,  ftranglcd  for  a 
time  her  iniant  liberties,  and  provided  an  eternal  tomb  for  her 
Kings*  ,  Had  not  this  violent  interference  enfued,  tranquillity,  or- 
.  der,  and  a  happy  Conftitution,  would  now  have  filled  the  place  of 
violence,  mifrule,  and  anarchy  \  but  this  attack  on  her  liberties  (b 
quickly  fucceeding  the  fever  naturally  produced  by  a  Revolution, 
thought  on  a  paroxiim  of  cnthj^&fialin  which  hurried  her  people  almcil 
into  madnefs 


^  Who^  that  hai;  breathM  health's  ▼ivifying  breeze^ 
**  Would  tempt  tlie  dire  contagion  of  dileafe  ? 
•*  Or,  prodigal  of  joy,  his  birthright  give, 
^  In  (hackled  flavery  a  wretch  to  live  ?'^ 

This  convulfion,  cccafioned,  as  I  have  fhcwn,  by  the  fmeigii 
attack,  proved  equally  fatal  to  the  Con(titution  of  1789,  and  to 
that  illuilrious  charaScr  La  Fayette^  From  this  epoch  the  Jacobin 
party  reigned  triumphant .,  from  this  period,  the  mild  influence  of 
liberty,  and  the  wife  precepts  which  La  Fayette  had  adopted,  and 
f^eadily  purfucd,  became  obicured  and  tarnifhed  by  mifreprdcna- 
tion  and  violence.  In  this  fituation,  how  could  he  zSt  ?— Did  he 
jbrego  his  well-meaning  intentions  ?  Did  he  abandon  the  g^oiioas 
path  which  he  had  hitherto  purfucd  r  Did  he  participate  in  die 
violence  or  in  the  crimes  of  Roberfpiere  and  Danton  ?  Did  he  take 
the  lead,  which,  from  his  rank  in  the  army,  he  might  have  done — 
fer  he  had  been  appointed  by  his  King  to  be  Maiihal  of  France—' 
to  plunge  his  country  into  confufion  and  anarchy?  Did  he  coun 
popularity  by  a  dereli£Hon  of  his  principles  ?  No ;.  he  maintained 
the  caufe  of  his  Sovereign,  of  his  country,  and  of  juftice ;  and  he 
fell  a  vidlim  .to  his  own  virtue. 

Colonel  Tarleton  then  read  the  following 

»  Extract  of  a  Letter  from  M.  La  Fayette  to  the  Nationai/ 
Assembly,  dated  entrenched  Camp  of  Mauheuge^  June  16,  1 792. 

^*  Let  the  Royal  Power  be  untouched,  for  it  is  guarantied  by  rhe 
Conilitution-^Lec  it  be  independent*  for  its  independence  is  one  of  tk 
fpnogi  of  our  liberty — Let  the  King  be  revered,  for  he  is  ijivefled  with 
m  National  M;ije(fy — ^Lct  him  have  the  power  of  choofing  a  I^IIniflrj 
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tlia«  wears  not  the  chains  of  a  faction ;  and,  if  there  be  confpirators, 
let  tlicm  pcrith  by  the  fword  of  the  law. — I  owe  this  to  my  country,  to 
yovi,  to  the  King,  and,  above  all,  to  myfelf,  whom  the  chances  ot  war 
do  x&ot  allow  to  poftpone  obfervations  that  I  think  ufeful." 

^I.  Roberfpiere,  in  the  Club  of  the  Jacobins,  pronounced  La 

P'ayctte's  letter  to  the  National  Affcmbly  to  be  highly  criminal. 

It    ^as  a  mod  heinous  offence — it  was  fhocking:   in  fliort,  he 

mo^ed  an  impeachment  againft  him !     Before  La  Fayette  defpaired 

of  Jiis  OM^n  fituation  and  of  the  happinefs  of  his  country — for  I  may 

feirly  infer  they  were .  intimately  connefted — ^he  determined  to  try 

tl\c  cfFcft  oT  a  journey  to  Paris. —  He  quitted  an  army  attachecl  by 

every  tie  to  his  caufc— an  army  which  he  might  have  employed 

^fuch  was  tlie  friendly  difpoiition  towards  him  at  this  period  which 

pervaded  the  bread  of  almoft  every  officer  and  foldier  under  his 

command)  in  a  movement  from  the  frontier  to  "Paris. — ^^But  he  left 

his  troops  cxpofed  to  the  intrigues  of  his  enemies,  and  prefented 

liimfelf,  almoft  unattended^  to  his  perfecutors.     In  the  month  of 

July,   1792,  the  National  AfTembly  paiTcd  a  decree  in  his  favour 

—Innocence  andlionour  triumphed  for  a  time  over  duplicity  and 

treachery ;  but  this  calm  was  of  ihort^duradon.     On  his  return  to 

his  army  he  foon  difcovered  with  what  fuccefs  the  Jacobins  had 

tampered  with  his  troops.     However,  he  tried  to  bring  them  back 

to  a  proper  fenfe  of  their  duty  in  a  fpirited  addrefs,  immediately 

fubfequent  to  his  receivihg  the  news  of  the  attack  of  the  Thuilfcries 

on  the  I  oth  of  Augud.     The  Colonel  read  an 

Extract  0/  M.  La  Faybtte's  Address  to  his  Battalions 

qfterthe  iQth  of  Auguft^  at  the  Thuillerits. 

•*  The  factious  have  filled  the  mcafurc  of  their  crimes — they  have 
annulled  your  Confliturion — ^they  have  caufed  the  Swifs  and  the  Com- 
mandant  General  to  be  aiTailinated — ^and,  with  arms  in  their  hands,  they 
have  forced  the  Legiflative  Body  to  pronounce  the  fufpeniioli  of  the 
King. — Soldiers !  choofc  between  the  King  and  Petion !" 

When  this  eflbrt  proved  fniitlefs,  La  Fayette  purfued  the  only 
meafure  which  an  honed  and  good  man  could  adopt  at  fuch  a  crifis. 
He  communicated  his  intentions  to  a  few  friends,  and  withdrew 
himfelf  from  his  army.  He  took  means  to  pafs  the  out-pod  of 
the  French  troops,  purpofely,  I  firmly  believe,  to  travel  to  Holland,' 
and  from  thence  to  pafs  to  America,  the  afylum  of  liberty  aqd  or 
peace.  A  patrole  of  Audrians  made  La  Fayette  and  his  friends 
prifoners  on  neutral  ground ;  for  I  contend  that  all  ground  lying 
between  tv#o  armies,  and  not  immediately  occupied  by  pods,  fen-* 
tries,  and  vedettes,  is  of  that  defcrlption.  This  patrols  brought 
La  Fayette  into  an  Auftrian  pod.     The  officer  who  commanded 
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it,  firfl  acceded  to  the  propofitions  mide  by  Li  Fayette,  through 
one  of  his  friends ;  bqt  afterwards,  when  he  hid  him  in  poffcffii«, 
would  not  Uften  to  the  ftalemcnt  offered,  or  bend  to  any  raiuxi- 
ftrance,  though  urged  wi:h  propriety,  and  in  exail  conformity  \c 
the  law  of  nations  :  however,   La  Fayette,  in  withdrawing  himtll 
in  this  manner  from  hrs  army,  abandoned  the  cjiufe,   and  the  fcr- 
vice  of  France^  as  I  fhal!  hereafter  ihcw  to  tlic  Houfe,  and  there- 
fore could  not  mth  propriety  be  dctaiiKd  prifoncr  ot  war ;  and  be- 
ing feii^   upon  rtcutrnl  g^und,    he  could   not   be   cftiiilatW  2 
reputed  fpy.     Yet,  notwithftanding  reaibn  and  law  pointed  out  the 
inviolability  of  La  Fayette,  how  was  he  treated  ?   Wai  he  reaived 
widi  kindnefs  and  humanity  ?     Was  he  even  referred  by  the  Au- 
ftrians,  bv  whom  he  was  fciicd  ?    No  ;  he  was  delivered  over  for 
the  fortrefs  of  Luxemburg,  to  one  of  the  regal  allies  of  Great  Bn- 
laiu.     Our  own  age  will,    I  truft,  do  itfclf  honour,  by  mcafurin^ 
out  jufticc  to  the  prifoncr  and  to  the  prince ;  for  magnanimity  and 
power,  in  this  inftancc,  furnifh  fo  marked  a  contraft,  that  in  every 
ftate^  in  every  houfe,  in  every  room,  in  every  corner,  we  mat 
nv'ith  reproadics  againft  this  abufc  of  the  latter ;  and  future  liifbrians 
and  phiiofophers,  in  recording  the  virtues  and  fufierii^^  of  La 
Fayette^  will  ftigmatize  the  i-nfarr^  and  cruelty^  of  the  King  ot 
Pruflia. 

*'  For  there  cotnes  light  from  Heaven^  mnd  words  from  truths 
*'  An  fure  as  fcafc  from  truth,  and  truth  from  virtue.*^ 

Extract  ef  M.  La  Fayette's  Address  to  his  Army,  afif 

kaving  it,  dated  Leyden^  Seft*  1 1,    1792. 

**  I  came  ia  the  midft  of  theapplaufes  of  tke  nation,  to  conunand  the 
army  which  the  King  bad  cncrulled  to  me  ;  and  the  National  Afiemblv 
deigned,  by  the  organ  of  the  Prefident,  to  lay  to  me — ^  We  oppofe  to 
the  ect;mies  coakTced  again  (1  us,  the  Con  flit  ocioa  an^  La  Fayette!'-- 
It  was  evident  that  the  meafures  taken  on  the  Korh  of  Auguil  were  coa- 
trary  to  the  conftitutional  adt,  aacL  that  ihey  weifc  forced  Iruiu  the  Na- 
tional Aflcmbly. 

*'  The  pains  taken  to  callintniate  me  in  your  opinion,,  hare  fucceeded 
fo  far  as  to  ahcnate  upan  of  your  confidence.  On  the  other  ddc^  ^^ 
Cotxmtittioncrs  of  the  National  AiZembly,  who  had  accepted,  on  the  loc/i 
jfi  Augull,  the  execution  of  the  Decrees  which  violence  had  fostchcd 
from  them,  deprived  me  of  my  coiBfnand  from  Dunkirk  to  MaubeugCy 
and  they  propofed  equally  to  deflitutc  me  of  that  which  united  me  10 
yo^i,  and  to  renew  againft  me  thofe  accufatioo8y  which  neither  thcA^* 
fjinbly,  the  Juries,  nor  the  Jui%e,>werc  any  longer  free  to  decide  upoo> 
in  the  Aate  to  vvhich  violence  had  reduced  them. 

**  In  thefe  circumdanccs^  and  when  the  prefent  faftioa  dire^s  itfdC 
principally  againil  the  uuc  friends  of  the  Conditution,  I  ceafed  tofigl^ 
at  }cauc  head,  and  I  could  no  longer  hope  for  a  ufeful  deaths** 
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He  concludes  his  letter  by  wifliing,  that 

*•  The  liberties  of  France  may  equally  furvive  forc'gTi  attacls  and 
internal  factions," 

• 

I  (liall  forl^car  fpeaking,  lays  Coldnel  Tarlcthn,  of  the  rigours 
'w^hich  this  illuflrious  cxfle,  for  fo  I  fhall  name  La  Fayette  on  this 
occafton,  has  fuffered  during  his  confinement,  which  would  foroe 
the  tear  of  pity  down  "  Pluto's  iron  cheek!"  but  I  fhall  fliortly 
point  out  the  Intderable  injuftice  and  flagrant  impolicy  of  fuch 
conduft.     I  havcftated  to  the  Houfe  his  fituation  in  the  army  ;  I 
have  pointed  out  his  attachment  to  the  Conftitution  of  1 7 1 9  ;  I 
have  exhibited  his  fteadinefs  and  his  moderation  for  feveral  years  ; 
I  have  demonftrated  the  cauies  of  his  unpopularity  in  France — I 
repeat  them  again,  viz.  the  aggrcflion  ,of  external  foreign  powers^ 
and  the  internal  jealoufy  of  tyranny ;  and  I  have  detailed  his  man- 
ner of  withdrawing  himfelf  from  the  army  and  the  fervice  of  France.         , 
When  a  virtuous  man,  by  unforefeen  contingencies,  is  driven  from 
his  (ituation,  from  i\k  friends,  from  his  family,  from  his  countrj', 
what  ought  to  be  the  treatment  he  ihould  experience,  after  giving 
fuch  decided 'Jjroofs  of  his  inflexible  love  of  juftice  ?    Ought  he  to 
be  received  with  kindnefs  and  compaflion,  or  treated  as  a  wretch 
or  a  mifcreant  ?   Oi^t  he  to  be  the  inmate  of  a  palace,  or  the 
inhabitant  of  a  dungeon  ?   What  then  can  we  think  of  the  grated 
vaults  of  Magdcbourg  and  of  Glatz  ?    What  epithet  can  we  apply 
to  the  coadu£i  of  the  King  of  Pruflia  ?    Juftice  difclaims  the  deed ! 
and  the  impolicy  of  it  i«  fo  flagrant,  that,  in  the  hiflory  of  the 
darkell  and  moft  cold-Mood^  tyrants,  no  parallel  can  be  produced 
to  countenance  this  foul  tran<a6Kon.     Now,  Mr.  Speaker,  if  report 
fpeaks  true,  that  Great  Britain  has  not  only  renewed  her  alliance 
with,  but  fubiidizcd  Pruflia,  I  hope  and  truft  his  Majcfty's  Mini- 
fters,  in  giving  away  the  public  money,  will  not  lend  the  njttional 
fandion  to  the  violent  detention  of  Monf.  La  Fayette.     If,  Sir, 
they  are  infpinpd  by  humanity,  by  true  policy,  or  by  a  love  of  juf- 
tice, they  will  feize  this  opportunity  to  interfere   in  behalf  of  an 
unfortunate  individual ;  they  will  not  lofe  a  moment  in  wiping 
away  this  foul  ftain,  which  blurs  the  ermine  of  Majefly.     To  me, 
Sir,  indeed  it  appears  a  matter  of  fuch  importance — for  fo  ftrongly 
are  the  eyes  of  Europe  riveted  on  the  dungeons  of  Glatz,  that,  if 
I  had  eloquence  or  power,   I  would  recommend  a  Convention  of 
JCii^  to  perform  one  adl  of  juftice,  which  would  do  more  to  attach 
^md  reclaim  the  hearts  and  opinions  of  rnen  at  this  period,  than  all 
the  glitter  of  courts,  and  all  the  pomp  and»  trophies  of  viflory !    I 
ihall  not  detain  the  Houfcj  by  pronouncing  an  eulogy  on  M.  De  La 
r.aycttc.     I  could  relate  his  exploits  in  war — I  could  expatiate  on  J 
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his  virtues  in  times  of  poace--R*I  oould  difplay  fcenes  to  €hc  Houfe, 
which  I  have  pedbnally  witneiTed  and  adnured — I  could  palm  Ws 
donicflic  excellenfe,  the  anxiety  and  aflfedtlon  of  his  wife  and  diil- 
drcn-^  could  dwell  whh  pleafure  and  cnthiifiafm  on  the  moderation 
he  difplayed,  when  Paris  followed  his  fbotfteps>  and  France  ap- 
plauded his  approach.  Thcfe  topicsi  though  gratefiil  to  a  mind 
which  is  linked  in  unalterable  iriendfhip,  are  not  immediatdy  the 
fubjcift  of  this  debate ;  but  yQu,  gendemen,  arc  only  perfomllv 
Grangers  to  La  Fayette ;  in  fympathizing  his  unmerited  fufferings, 
I  am  confident  every  Englifti  heart  beats  in  unifon.  Xo  pity  mis- 
fortunes, to  rcdrefs  grievances,  and  to  perform  a£ls  of  juftice,  arc 
univerfally  allowed  to  be  the  firft  and  nobleft  attributes  of  humanit}'; 
and  I  have  always  taught  myfelf  to  believe,  that  thcfe  qualities  arc 
peculfcirly  congenial  to  a  Britifti  Hoofe  of  Commons.  Here  there- 
fore, Sir,  I  leavp  the  queftion,  moft  cordially  fuppoiting  the  mo- 
tion of  my  right  honourable  friend.  ' 

Mr.  Chancellor  PITT  faid,  that  he  would  not,  coniMkrir^  dw 
circumftances  of  the  cafe  that  had  been  brou^t  forvvard  for  diicul- 
fion  that  night,  confume  the  time  of  the  Houfe.     From  the  view  in 
which  he  conceived  tlie  queftion,  he  was  pcrfeflly  convinced  that  ii 
required-  but  a  very  few  moments  to  ftate  the  objcAions  that  oc- 
curred to  him — objedtions  that  muft  inevitably  have  occurred  to 
the  mind  of  any  man  that  paid  the  lead  attention  to  the  fubjccl, 
and  mufl  of  neceffity  have  operated  to  the  full  convidjion  and  to 
the  complete  fatisfaftion  of  every  perfon  fo  confidering  the  quefiioiv 
He  would  by  no  means  lay  himfelf  under  the  neceflity  of  followirg 
the  honourable  gentleman  through  the  wide  ficW  of  argupient,  and 
through  the  long  range  of  difcuflion  that  he  had  broi^t  forward. 
I^hat  honourable  gentleman  had  expatiated,  and  expatiated  nx>ft 
ably,  upon  the  charadlcr  of  M.  La  Fayette.     N6w,  that  was  a 
point  which  he  w^ould  not  difpute  with  the  honourable  General ; 
but  at  the  fame  time  he  muft  fey,  that  he  could  not  agree  vith 
him  on  many  topics  which  he  had  thought  fit  to  introduce,  nor  in 
the  conclufion,  namely,  that  any  cafe  was  made  out  to  (hew  that 
this  country  was  fo  implicated  in  this  tranfadiori  as  to  make  it 
fcithcr  in  point  of  juftice,  of  policy,  or  of  honour,  proper  in  that 
Houfe  to  give  any  opinion,  or  to  recommend  any  advice  whatever  to 
be  given,  with  regard  to  thofe  gentlemen.     He  wished,  for  taxnj 
reafons,  to  fay  very  little  with  regard  to  their  perfonal  diaraflcw; 
and  their  ^jerfoaal  merits  or  demerits*     It  was  natural  enough  for 
the  honourable  General  to  touch  l^)on  thofe  points,  and  to  e^cprcfs 
a  favourable  opinion  of  their  charafters.    But  he  muft  acknowlcJgc 
that  when  he  looked  at  the  general  charadter  and  c(»Ktu£l  of  Gc- 
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ncral  La  Fayette,  Ws  opinion  of  that  chafaScr  aud  condu6l  "wali 
diredily  the  revcrfc  of  what  had  been  dated  by  the  honourable 
General.  He  would  not  admit  that  the  caufe  of  M.  La  Fayette 
^'as  the  caufe  of  real  liberty :  he  would  not  admit  that  he  was  a 
vi<5Hm  for  a  moderate,  limitedi  and  well-ordered  monarchy;  he 
TTould  not  admit  that  La  Fayette,  and  thofe  who  a^ed  with  him^ 
defervcd  well  of  their  country,  or  of  Europe  at  large. 

For  any  thing  he  knew  of  his  cafe,  and  in  fad  he  knew  nothing 
of  it  regularly,  he  could  not  admit  that  it  had  been  made  out,  as  a 
clear  propofition,  that  the  liniplc  fa£t  of  the  detention  and  confine- 
ment of  thcfc  gentlemen  was  any  departure  fixwn  the  well-underilood 
ri^ts  of  war,  a  principle  of  the  law  of  nations.     If  there  was 
any  aggravation— if  there  was  any  wanton  cruelty — if  there  wa» 
any  unneceffary  rigour — in  diis,  as  well  as  in  every  other  inftance, 
it  was  to  be  univerfally  condemned.     What  wcr^  the  circumftances 
of  this  cafe  ?  That  a  perfon.  who  had  been  known  to  be  an  enemy, 
who  had  been  known  to  be  the  commander  of  an  hoilile  army,  whu^ 
up  to  the  moment  of  his  coming  into  the  poffefilon  of  die  enemy, 
had  been  known  in  no  other  charaftcr,  who  had  no  compaft  or  un; 
derAanding,  no  agreement,  no  invitation,  either  dlred  or  indircdl ; 
but  being  a  General  at  the  head  of  an  hoflile  army,  he  was  found/ 
within  the  pofts  of  that  enemy  againft  whom  he  had  been  fighting. 
And  he  would  put  it  to  thofc  who  are  beft  acquainted  with  the  law 
of  nations,  whether  it  was  any  violation  of  the  rights  of  war  to  de- 
tain a  pcHbn  fo  found. 

He  had  heard  it  faid,  that  thde  gentlemen  could  not  be  fo  dc- 
fdined,  bccaufe  the}'  were  found  in  a  neutral  country.      But  if  ihst 
neutral  country  had  become  the  feat  of  war,  which  it  clearly  was 
in  this  cafe,  from  the  pofts  of  the  Auftrians  being  found  in^  it ;  in 
ijiat  cafe  he  fubmitted  that  it  was  precifely  the  fa/me  thing  as  if  the 
war  had  been  carried  on  in  the  territory  of  the  belligerent  powers, 
and  La  Fayette  had  been  taken  within  that  territory.     The  maun 
and  fimple  ground  on  which  he  made  his  objcftion  to  this  motion, 
and  which  was  clearly  perceived  by  the  honourable  General,  as  he 
had  with  great  dexterity  and  ablities  addrefifed  a  great  part  of  his 
argument  for  the  purpofe  of  icmoving  it,  was  this— that  it  would 
•  lead  us  to  interfere  in  a  mcafurc  taken  by  an  independent  fovereign 
power,  which  was  in  the  proviiKe  of  that  fovereign  power,  and  in 
which  meafure  it  was  exiJent  at  the  time,  that  we  neither  had,  nor 
could  have,  any  participation^  and  for  the  continuance  or  confc- 
qjienccs  of  which  we  were  not  in  the  Icaft  degree  refponfible.    Tl  at 
was  a  propofition  fo  obvious,  and  fo  generally  admitted,  that  it 
would  he*  difiicult  for  him  to  make  it  nlainer.      W^re  thrv  m  ?.ff->:..f 
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this  motion,  it  would  be  to  take  upon  thcmfelvcs  the  care  of  the 
confciences  and  chara£Vers  of  the  council  and  condud  of  all  the  in* 
depen<feat  nations  of  Europe  within  their  own  dominions  ;  and  'wc 
could  have  no  connc6lion  with  any  nation  of  Europe  without  frofn 
time  to  time  fuggeding  our  opinion  and  advice,  either  wldi  rqgard 
to  the  interior  government  of  their  own  country,  or  in  their  condu^ 
towards  individuals,  or  towaids  ^^reign  ftatcs.  That  principle^ 
therefore,  not  being  valid,  what  were  the  fpccial  grounds  ftaled,  en 
which  the  Houfe  ought  to  adopt  fuch  interference  ? 

As  to  the  King  of  Pruffia  having  faid,  that  he  would  not  ict  at 
liberty  any  of  thofc  pcrfons  without  the  confent  of  the  confederate 
powers,  he  ftiould  only  repeat  what  he  had  aifeited  on  a  former 
night,  that  this  country  had  rw  participation  whatever  in  Ac  mea- 
fure ;  at  the  feme  time,  he  did  not  know,  but  from  what  had  been 
fuggeAod  by  the  honourable  General,  that  the  King  of  Pruflia  had 
ever  made  fuch  a  declaration.     They  were  in  no  degree  parties  to 
the  meaf^,  and  had  no  right  to  interfere  either  for  or  againfl  it. 
He  had  no  knowledge  of  any  fuch  anfwer  having  been  given  by  the 
King  of  Pruflia.     Befkies,  M.  La  Fayette  w^s  taken  prifoner  at  a 
period  when  England  ^'as  not  engaged  in  the  war,  when  wc  were 
as  much  a  neutral  country  as  any  nation  of  Europe ;  and  therefcM^e, 
if  the  King  of  Pruffia  made  that  anfwer,  he  muft  have  meant,  that 
he  could  not  have  fct  La  Fayette  at  liberty,  without  Ac  confent  of 
thofe  powers,  with  whom  he  was  at  that  time  in  alliance. 

The  only  other  fpecial  ground  vi'as,  that  in  confequcncc  of  His 
Majcfly  s  Proclamation*  fo  the  Inhabitants  of  France,  pnxnidx^ 

♦DECLARATION. 

The  cifcumftances,  in  confequence  of  which  His  Majf  (ly  hgs  found 
hi mclf  engaged  in  a  dcfcnlWc  war  againft  France,  arc  known  already  to 
ail  Europe.  The  objects  which  His  Ma  jelly  has  propofed  to  hirofetf 
from  the  commencement  of  the  war  arc  of  ccjual  notoriety*  To  rrpel  an 
unprovoked  aggreilion,  to  contribute  to  the  immediate  defence  of  bis  al« 
lies,  to  obtain  for  them  and  for  himfelf  a  juft  indemniftcation,  and  to 
provide,  as  far  as  circumllances  will  allow,  for  the  future  fecurity  of  hii 
o^n  fubje6ls»  and  of  all  the  other  nations  of  Europe ;  thcfe  are  the  points 
for  which  His  MajcOy  has  felt  it  incumbent  on  him  to  employ  all  the 
neans  which  he  derives  from  the  refourocs  of  his  dominions,  m>m  the 
zeal  and  afledion  of  bis  people,  and  from  the  unqueiliooable  juffice  of 
his  caufe. 

But  it  has  become  daily  more  and  more  evident  how  much  the  interaat 
iituation  of  France  ohOriu^s  the  conclufion  of  a  iolid  and  permanent 
treaty,  which  can  alpne  fulfil  His  Majc(T\  's  juft  and  falufary  views  for 
the  accomplidimeiit  of  thcfe  important  objc^^s,  and  for  reilorirg  the  ge» 
neral  tranquillity  of  Europe.  HisMajcfty  fees,  therefore,  with  tKr  ut« 
nuift  fatisfacHion,  the  prorpe^l,  which  the  prefcnt  circumfls^ncet  aft>i4 
_      hm$  pf  acccllerating  the  return. of  i>cace,  by  makin?.  to  the  wcil-di& 
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th^m  protcflion  if  they  would  imitate  tfie  conduA  of  the  inhabitants 
ai  Toulon,  by  fetting  up  for  a  monarchical  Goveminenti  it  was 

pofed  ptirt  of  the  people  of  France,  a  more  particular  declaration  of  the 
principles  which  animate  him,  of  the  objc<^  to  which  his  views  are  di-> 
re£ted,  and  of  the  condud  which  it  is  his  intention  to  purfue.  With  re- 
ipe^t  to  the  prefcnt  iicuation  of  aff^iity  the  events  of  the  war,  the  confx* 
dence  repoi'ed  in  him  by  one  of  the  moil  coofiderable  cities  of  France^ 
and,  above  all,  the  wiih  which  is  manifefled  almofl  univerfaliy  in  that 
country,  to  find  a  refuge  from  the  tyntnny  by  which  it  is  now  over- 
whelmed,  render  this  explanatiim  on  His  Majefly^  part,  a  preffing  and 
indiijpenfableduty  :  and  His  Majefty  feels  additional  l'atisfa6Hon  in  mak- 
ing luch  a  declaration,  from  the  hope  of  finding,  in  the  other  powers  en- 
j;aged  with  him  in  the  common  caure>  fenlimcnts  and  views  perfedly^ 
conformable  to  his  own. 

From  the  fii (I  period  when  hts  Moft  Chriftian  Majef^y  Louis  the 
XVIth  had  called  his  people  around  him,  to  join  in  concerting  meafures 
for  their  common  happinefs,  the  King  has  uniformly  fhewn  by  his  con* 
du£t  the  Unceriry  of  his  wifhes  for  the  fuccefs  of  fo  difficult,  but,  at  the 
fame  time,  fo  interefttng  an  undertaking.  His  M-ajeily  was  deeply  a£- 
iiidtcd  with  all  the  roisfv)rtunes  which  enfited,  but  particul.irly  when  he 
perceived  more  and  more  evidently  that  meafures,  the  confequences  of 
which  he  could  not  difguifefrom  himCelf,  mud  finally  compel  htm  tore- 
linqui0i  the  friendly  and  pacific  fyilem  which  he  Ivid  r.dopted.  The 
moment  at  length  arrived  when  His  Majefty  faw  that  k  was  nccefTary  for 
him  not  only  to  defend  his  own  rights  and  thofe  of  his  allies,  not  only 
to  repel  the  unjufl  aggreifion  which  he  had  recently  experienced,  but 
that  all  the  dearell  iiuereils  of  his  people  inipofed  upon  him  a  duty  flill 
more  important,  that  of  exerting  his  efforts  for  the  prefervation  ot  civil 
iociery  itfelf,  as  hr.ppily  ellahlinied  among  the  nations  of  Europe* 

The  dcligns  which  had  been  profefled  of  reforming  the  abufes  of  the 
Government  of  France,  of  cilablifhing  perfonal  liberty  and  the  rights  of 
property  on  a  folid  foundation,  of  fecurmg  to  an  extenlive  and  populous 
country  the  benefk  of  a  wife  Le^iflation,  and  an  equitable  and  mild  ad* 
minlflration  of  its  laws:  all  thele  falutary  views  have  unfortunately  va- 
niQied.     In  their  pkcc  has  fuccceded  a  fydem  deflru^tive  of  all  public 
order,   maintained  by  profcripcions,  exiles,  and  confifcations  without 
number,  by  arbitrary  imprtfonments,  by  mafTacre^,  which  cannot  even 
be  remembered  without  horror,  and  at  length,  by  the  execrable  murder 
of  a  juil  and  beneficent  Sovereign,  and  of  the  illttOrious  IVincefs,  who, 
with  an  nnfhaken  firmnefs,  has  Hiared  all  the  misfortunes  of  her  Royal 
confort,  his  protra^ed  fufferings,  his  cruel  captivity,  his  ignominious 
death.    The  inhabitants  of  that  unfortunate  country,  fo  long  flattered 
by  promifes  of  happinefs,  renewed  at  the  period  of  every  frefh  crime, 
have  found  themfelves  plunged  into  an  abyfs  of  unexampled  calamities  ; 
and  neighbouring  nations,  indead  of  deriving  a  new  fecunty  for  the  main- 
tenance of  general  tranquillity  from  the  eflablifhment  of  a  wife  and  mo- 
derate Government,  have  been  expofed  to  the  repeated  attacks  of  a  fero- 
cious anarchy, 'the  natural  and  iiecefiary  enemy  of  all  public  order. 
They  have  had  to  encounter  aifts  of  aggrcmon  without  pretext,  open  vio- 
lations of  all  treaties,  unprovoked  declarations  of  war ;  in  aword,  what* 
ever  corruption,  intrigue  or  violence  could  effe£l  for  the  purpofe  fo  openly 
avowed  01  fubverting  all  the  inllitutioos  of  focietVy  and  uf  extending  over 
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contended  that  L»  Favettc  was  entitled  to  that  prote^Ion.     That 
argument  did  not  appear  to  him  to  have  any  rc&rence  to  this  vkw 

all  the  nations  of  Europe  that  confufion  which  has  produced  cbe  milcrjof 
France. 

This  flatc  of  things  cannot  exift  in  France  without  involving  all  the 
furrounding  powers  in  one  coiunic  n  danger,  without  giving  them  the 
right,  withoyt  impofing  it  upon  them  as  a  duty,  to  Hop  the  progrrf  of 
an  evil  which  exifls  only  hy  the  fucceilive  violation  of  all  law  and  all  pro- 
perty, and  which  attacks  the  fundamental  principles  hy  uhich  mankirid 
IS  ifhucd  in  the  bonds  of  civil  focieiy.  His  Majefty  by  no  means  difpurcs 
the  right  of  France  to  reform  it's  laws*  It  never  would  have  been  bis 
wifti  to  empluy  the  influence  of  external  force  with  rcfpc^  to  the  parti- 
cular forms  of  Government  to  be  eflablilhed  in  an  independent  counrrj-. 
Neither  has  he  now  that  wifh,  except  in  fo  far  as  fuch  interference  is  be- 
come efiential  to  the  fccuriiy  and  repofe  of  othfr  powers.  Under  thcfc 
circuni0ances  he  demands  from  France,  and  he  demands  with  juflke, 
the  termination  of  a  fyAcm  of  anarchy,  which  has  no  force  but  for  the 
purpofes  of  mifchicf,  unable  to  difcharge  the  primary  duty  €s^  all  Go- 
Tcmmcnt,  to  reprcfs  the  diforders,  or  to  punifli  the  crimes  which  are 
daily  increafing  in  the  interior  of  the  country,  but  difpofing  arbitrarily 
of  the  property  and  blood  of  the  inhabitants  of  France,  in  order  to  diflorb 
the  tranquillity  of  other  nations,  and  to  render  ail  Europe  the  theatre  of 
the  fame  crimcf  and  of  the  fame  misfortunes.  The  King  demands  that 
fome  legitimate  ana  Aable  Government  (liould  be  eftabliflied,  founded  oo 
the  acknowledged  principles  of  univerfal  juOice,  and  capable  of  maintain- 
ing  with  other  powers  the  accuAomed  relations  of  union  and  of  peace. 
His  Majcfly^wiflics  ardently  to  be  enabled  to  treat  for  the  ra-ellabiiflj- 
ment  of  general  tranquillity  with  fuch  a  Government,  exercifing  a  le^al 
and  permanent  authority,  animated  with  the  wiih  for  general  tranquil- 
lity, and  pofiefling  power  to  enforce  the  obfervancc  of  it*s^ engagements. 
The  King  would  propofe  nonc/other  than  equitable  and  moderate  condi- 
tions, nor  fuch  as  the  expences,  the  rifqiys,  and  the  facrifices  of  the 
war  might  jwftifyr  but  fuch  as  His  Majefty  thinks  hirofelf  under  ib*  in- 
diiDcnfable  nccemty  of  requiring  with  a  view  to  thefe  coo&dcrations,  and 
fiiil  more  to  that  of  his  owq  fecurity,  and  of  the  future^  tranquillity  of 
Europe.  His  Maje fly  deHrcs  nothing  more  (incerely  than  thin  to  tfr- 
minate  a. war  which  hq,ta  vain  cndc'avoured  to  avoid,  and  all  the  calami- 
ties  of  which,  as  now  experienced  by  France,  are  to  .be  attributed  only 
to  the  Ambition,  the  perfidy^  and  the  violence  of  thofe,  whofe  crimes 
have  involved  their  own  country  in  mifcry,  and  diigraccd  all  dviiized 
nations. 

As  His  Majefty  has  hitherto  been  compelled  to  carry  on  war  againft 
the  people  of  France  jcoUe^ivcly,  to  treat  as  enemies  all  thofe  who  fuffer 
their  property  and  blood  to  be  laviQied  in  fuppOrt  of  an  anjuft  aggreflion, 
His  Majcily  would  fee  with  infinite  fatisfadtion  the  opportunity  of  mak- 
ing exceptions  in  favour  of  the  well-difpofed  inhabitants  of  other  parts  of 
France,  as  he  has  already  done  with  rcfpe^  to  thofe  of  Toulon.  The 
King  promifes,  on  his  part,  the  furpei^doii  of  koftiltties,  friecdOiip, 
and,  (as  far  as  the  courfe  of  events  will  allow,  of  which  the  will  of  mzn 
cannot  difpofe)  fecurity  and  proteftion  to  all  thofe  who,  by  declaring 
for  a  monarchial  Government,  Ihall  {hake  off  the  yoke  of  a  fanguinaiy 
anarchy,  of  that  anarchy  which  has  broken  all  the  mo&facred  bonds  of 
ftKiety^  diflblvcd  all  the  xcUtions  of  civil  life,  violated  every  right,  coo* 
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t)f  the  queftion.  The  fituatiori  of  M.  La  Fayette  was  not  at  all 
like  that  of  the  inhabitants  of  Touldn.  He  did  not  come  as  a  friend 
to  afk  their  proteSion  on  terms  on  which  they  were  fuppofed  to  be 
i^illing  to  grant  it ;  ^but  being  the  day  before  an  open  enemy,  with 
arms  in  his  hand,  he  was  found  withm  their  miHtirj^  pofts,  and 
none  of  the"  circumftances  under  which  he  came  into  their  power 
had  the  moft  diftant  analogy  to  perfons  refiding  in  Frdnce.  Any 
jjcrfon  coming  to  the  army  of  Great  Britain,  and  faying,  I  wifh  not 
to  b<5  conlidef^ed  at  war  with  your  nation  :  I  wilh  to  have  this  ex- 
ception in  my  favour,  I  aitl  ready  to  fupport  the  caufe  of  Monarchy 
iii  France :  I  am  ready  to  join  you,  and  to  fight  by  your  fide,  and 
to  exert  all  my  abilities  to  overturn  the  pr^fent  tyranny  of  France  ; 
and  in  return  I  allc  your  favour  and  prote^flion  — the  King  of  Great 
Britain  would  mdft  undoubtedly  have  been  obliged,  in  confequence 
.of  his  decoration,  to  grant  that  proteftion.  But  he  contended  that 
thefe  two  cafes  wdre  as  different,  as  diffimilar,  and  oppofite,  as  any 
two  cafes  could  be.  On  thefe  grounds,  therefore,  on  the  ground  to 
interfering  in  fo  unufual  and  extraordinary  a  manner,  and  being  fo 
contrary  to  general  principles,  he  faid  he  felt  himfelf  obliged  to 
give  his  negative  to  the  motion. 

Mr.  FOX  faid,  the  Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer  had  fcen  fo 
much  difficulty  in  anlwering  the  particular  ai^guments  of  a  fpeech 
oh  which  he  had  juftly  beftowed  the  praife  of  great  ability,"  as  to 
feel  it  wife  to  oppofe  the  motion  on  as  general  grounds  as  pDffible. 
The  fpeech  of  his  right  hoaourable  friend  was  not  more  remarkable 

fdunded  every  duty,  which  ufcs  the  name  of  liberty  to  exercifc  the  moft 
crilcl  tyranny,  to  annihilate  all  property,  to  feize  on  all  poficffions, 
which  founds  it's  power  on  the  preiendpd  confent  of  the  people,  and  it- 
felf  carries  fire  and  Avord  through  extenfive  provinces,  for  having  de- 
manded their  laws,  their  religion,  and  their  lawful  Sovereign. 

It  13  then  in  order  to  deliver  themfelves  from  this  unheard-of  oppref- 
fion,  to  put  an  end  to  a  fyftcm  of  unparalleled  crimes,  and  to  rcllore  at 
Icnph  tranquillity  to  France,  and  fecurity  to  all  Europe,  that  His  Ma- 
jefty  invites  the  co-operation  of  the  people  of  France.  It  is  for  thclc  ob- 
jed^s  that  he  calls  upon  them  to  join  the  flandard  of  an  hereditary  mo- 
narchy, not  for  the  purpofe  of  deciding,  in  this  moment  or  diforder,  ca- 
lamity, and  public  danger,  on  all  the  modifications  of  which  this  form 
of  Government  may  hereafter  be  fufceptible,  buc  in  order  to  unite  them- 
felves once  more  under  the  empire  of  law,  of  morality,  and  of  religion  ; 
and  to  fecure  at  length  to  their  own  country,  external  peace,  domef^ic 
tranquiUity,  a  real  and  genuine  liberty,  a  wife,  moderate,  and  benefi- 
cent  Government,  and  ths  uninterrupted  enjoyment  of  all  the  advan- 
tages which  can  contribute  to  the  happinefs  axKLjicefperity  of  a  great 
and  powerful  nation., 

« 
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for  ability  and  eloquence  than  for  truth  and  folidity  of  aigument. 
If  ever  there  exifted  a  man  who,  in  a  great  and  hazardous  fitua|ion, 
amidft  the  cdnfli£t  of  opinions  carried  on  either  fide  to  extremes, 
Could  claim  the  merit  of  having  fteered  a  temperate  and  middle 
courfc,  uninfluenced  by  the  violence  of  the  moment,  and  diiedod  l^ 
free-conceived  opimons^  that  man  was  M-  La  Fayette.     In  oonfi> 
quence  of  the  treatment  which  he  and  his  fellow  prifoners  had  been 
made  to  fuffer,  and  the  pretext  weH  knowrt  to  have  been  TUedgpd 
for  continuing  that  treatment^  viz..  that  they  were  the  prifoners  of 
the  allied  powers,  not  to  interfere  in  their  behalf,  was  to  fuflier  this 
country  to  be  implicated  in  the  odium,  and  handed,  down  to  poAc- 
rity,  as  the  accomplices  of  the  diabolical  cruekf  of  the  Pruilian  Ca- 
binet.     If  in  any  point  his  ri^  honourable  friend  whd'had  made 
the  motion  had  failed,  it  was  in  not  paintiiig  this  cruelty  in  colours 
ihong  enough.     How  were  thefe  unfortunate  ^ntlemerr  confined  i 
In  feparate  apartments,  that  they  may  not  enjoy  the  melanchoiy 
confolation  of  communicating  their  forrows  to  one  another— in 
dungeons  funk  under  ground,  where  the  only  appertures  to  whkfa 
they  could  turn  for  air,  prefented  to  their  view,  a  court  where  other 
prifoners  were  almoft  daily  fufFering  the  various  punilhments  to 
which,  he  would  not  call  it  law,  but  arbitrary  will,  had  condemned 
them.    This  he  affirmed,  on  information  that  could  not  be  doubted, 
to  have  been  their  fituation  at  Magdebourg.     Yet  even  this  coodi* 
tion  was  capable  of  being  aggravated.^    Though  debarred  from 
communication  with  ooe  another,  they  had  fome  fatis&dtion  in 
knowing  they  were  all  within  the  walls  of  the  feme  prifon.     Two 
of  them  were,  therefore,  left  at  Magdebourg,  and  two  removed  to 
other  places.     So  feverely  was  this  felt,  that  M.  La  Fayette  im- 
plored it  as  a  boon  of  the  King  of  Pruflia,  that  M.  Latour  Mau- 
bourg  might  remain  in  the  fame  prifon  vnxh  him ;  and  this  boon, 
fmall  as  it  mu(l  appear,  was  denied  him.     But  it  was  afkcd,  what 
we  were  to  do  in  fuch  a  cafe  ?  He  maintained  that  the  cuftoms  of 
civilized  nations  prefented  no  obftaclc  to  our  interpofition.     In  the 
cafe  of  Sir  Charles  Afgill,  private  applications  were  made  from  this 
country  to  a  Court  with  which  we  were  then  at  war.     The  good 
offices  of  the  Queen  of  France  were  folicited  ;  they  were  granted, 
and  were  effi;6hial.     America,  the  ally  of  France,  yielded  to  an 
interpofition  in  behalf  of  humanity ;  and  what  prevented  His  Ma- 
jefly  from  ufing  his  good  offices  with  an  ally  in  the  caufe  of  iMima- 
nity  alfo  ?  But  if  no  fuch  inftaiKe  were  to  be  found,  die  nature  of 
the  war  in  which  we  were  engaged,  and  the  particular  fituation  in 
which  they  were  placed  might  icquire,  and  would  therefore  juffify 
a  new  niode  of  proceeding.     Had  not  the  King  of  Pruffia  declared 
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Aat  M .  La  Fayette  was  the  prifoner  of  the  powers  combined  againft. 
France^  and  that  he  and  his  friends  could  not  be  feleafed  but  by  the 
genend  confent  of  thofe  powers'?    Did  His  Majefty's  Minifters  not 
believe  that  this  declaration  had  been  made  by  >  the  King  of  Pruflia 
Mmfelf,  and  by  his  Minifters,  to  various  perfons  both  publicly  and 
privately  ?  In  anfwer  to  this  it  was  faid  that  we  were  not  engaged 
in  the  eotifederacy  againft.  France  at  the  time  when  thofe  unfortunate 
geotlemen  were  made  prifoners.     By  this  declaration^  however,  of 
the  King  of  Fruflia,  from  which  we  were  not  excepted,  •  part  of  the 
odium  was  thrown  upon  us :  and  there  was  no  way  for  the  Com- 
bined Powers  to  clear  themfclves  from  it  but  by  each  of  tliem  in 
particular  declaring  that  they  difavowed  the  whole  proceeding.    The 
'  Minifl;crs  had  indeed  faid  that  they  were  not  parties  to  it ;  but  this 
was  oot  enough,  there  ought  to  be  an  authentic  declaration  by  the 
King;  to  which  every  Englifhman  might  refer,  irt  any  part  of 
tbe  world,  and  clear  the  charader  of  his  country  from  fo  foul  a 
reproach. 

If  the  national  honour  denaanded  this,  it  was  equally  called  for 
by  policy.  We  had  offered  friendftiip  and  proteQion  to  all  the  well- 
4lifpofed  French,  who  fliould  declare  in  favour  of  Monarchy ;  and 
to  the  people  of  Toulon  we  had  granted  that  protection  as  far  as  we 
iverc  able,  on  condition  of  their  declaring  for  Monarchy,  as  limited 
by  the  Conftitution  of  1789.     The  Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer 
had  denied  that  jLa  Fayette  was  in  the  fame  fituation  with  thofe  to 
whom  friendfhip  and  protcdlion  had  been  offered  ;  tut  by  every  lair 
inference  he  moft  clearly  was  in  that  fituation.    Jf  we  had  promifed 
and  aftuaUy  given  proteflion  to  thofe  who  declared  for  the  Conftitu- 
tion of  1 789  ;  muft  it  not  follow  in  the  mind  of  every  man,^  not  a 
caviller,  that  the  perfons  who  had  fupported  that  Conftitution,  at  the 
hazard  of  all  that  was  dear  to  them,  were  to  be  prote6led  alfo  ?  If 
M.  La  Fayette,  inftead  of  being  in  a  Pruflian  dungeon,  had  been, 
like  many  others,  concealed  in  France,  and  had  come  forward  on 
die  proclamations  at  Toulon,  to  accept  of  the  offers  there  held  out,, 
could  we  theo  have  refufed  him  protection  ?  If  he  had  even  been  in 
a  French  prifon,  within  the  reach  of  our  force  at  Toulon,  and  had 
foUcited  his  releafe,  could  we  have  refufed  attempting  to  releafe  him, 
evea  at  fome  rifle,  fuppofing  the  attempt  to  have  been  confifte^t  with 
mUicary  prudence  ?  In  the  name  of  common  fenfe,  then,  why  refiife 
now  to  make  an  eafier  and  'fafer  effort  in  bis  &vour  ?  All  the  gene- 
ral reaibns  alledged  againft  it,  admitting  them  to  their  full  extent, 
ou^t  to  yield  to  the  ftrong  claim  of  humanity*    Thefe  reafons  muft 
neceflarily  reft  on  the  general  policy  with  refpedl  to  the  war,  and  of 
Jdiat.  could  there  be  a  doubt  i  Had  not  the  imDrifonment  of  La  Fav- 
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ette  and  lus  friends,  prevented  many  from  joining  the  flandard  of 
Royalty,  which  we  wifhed  to  rear  in  France  ?  It  was  improper  to 
mention  names,  but  he  knew  many,  and  Miniftcrs,  he  u*as  fure,  miift 
know  many  more.     Without  entering  into  detail,  the  very  reafim 
of  the  thing  muft  fhew,  that  when  Frenchmen  were  balancii^  in 
their  minds,  between  declaring  for  the  allies,  or  joining  the  ruling 
party,  the  fate  of  La  Fayette  muft  decide  their  choice.      Did  Mini- 
fters  any  longer  entertain  the  hope^of  conquering  France,  or  cftab- 
lifhing  any  form  of  Government  in  it,  but  by  the  afliftance  of 
Frenchmen  ?  He  knew  the  profefTions  they  held  put  to  Frenchmen, 
viz.  that  all  who  repaired  to  the  ftandard  of  Monarchy,   were  to  be 
protected,  and  that  Monarchy  being  once  re-eftabiiflied,  they  were 
to  be  left  to  temper  it  with  fuch  modifications  as  they  fhould  think 
fit.     Of  all  the  forms  of  monarchical  Government,  did  they  mean 
to  profcribe  exclufively  that  of  1 7  8 9  r  If  they  did,  why  ha4  they  not 
faid  fo  ?  Why  had  they  given  ground  for  believing  the  contraiy  ? 
Frenchmen  in  this  cafe,  muft  fuppofc  cither  that  our  declaration^ 
were  all  as  faithlefs  as  tliofc  of  the  King  of  Pruflia  and  the  Prince  of 
Saxe  Cobourg,  or  that  our  allies  thought  differently  finon)  us,  that 
all  the  fupporters  of  limited  Monarchy  were  to  be  profcribed,  and 
the  advocates  of  unlimited  Monarchy  only  protcvScd.      Was  this 
latter  form  of  Government  now  fo  popular  in  Franci?  that  any  oon- 
fiderable  party  could  be  formed  for  it  ?  Miniftcrs  knew  that  wher- 
ever they  had  found  the  means  of  communication  with  the  people, 
now  remaining  in  France,  the  old  fyftem  of  Government  was  an 
cbjedl  of  abhorrence,  and  that  even  after  Lord  Hood  was  in  pofief- 
fion  of  Toulon,  and  l/ouis  XVII.  proclaimed,  it  was  with  great 
difficulty  that  die  people  were  prevailed  upon  to  lay  afide  their  Na- 
tional cockades,  and  to  fubftltute  the  white  for  the  three-coloured 
flags.     The  imprifbnment  of  M.  La  Fayette  and  his  friends  was 
therefore  injurious  to  the  fuccefs  of  the  war  in  which  we  were  en- 
gaged ;  and  as  parties  in  that  war  we  had  as  indifputable  a  right  to 
advife  our  allies  refpedting  every  diing  that  tended  to  promote  or  im- 
pede the  common  caqfe,  as  to  confult  with  them  on  the  military  ope- 
rations.    In  this  point  of  view  the  cafe  of  M.  La  Fayette  could  not 
be  viewed  with  indifference,  and  we  were  jufiified  on  every  principle 
by  which  the  intercourfe  of  independent  nations  wzs  regulated  in  the 
application  now  propofed: 

The  mode  in  which  he  and  his  friends  were  taken  was  neither 
more  nor  lefs  thaq  treachery,  and  formed,  it  muft  be  confeifed,  a 
very  fit  prelude  to  the  cruelty  they  had  fince  experienced.  With 
^cir  fervants  they  were  a  company  of  about  forty  perfons.  On  neu- 
tral territory,  diey  met  %n  Auftrian  patrole  of  three  or  four  men. 
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tpo  few  to  make  them  prifoncrs  by  force.     They  declared  who  they 
-were,  received  an  affurancc  that  they  (hould  be  permitted  to  continue 
tlieir  journey,  and  fufFered  themfelves  to  bet:ondu<fted  to  an  Auftrian 
po(l»  from  which  diey  were  transferred  to  a  Pruflian  dungeon.     If 
it  was  faid  that  they  were  taken  as»prifoners  of  war,  they  were  all 
equally  prifoners  of  war,  and  ought  to  have  been  treated  as  fuch. 
IJad  they  been  fo  confidercd  ?  No,  all  of  them  except  four  had  been 
rcleafed,  and  this  not  by  any  diftindion  founded  on  military  rank^ 
thofe  only  being  detained  wKo  had  been  Members  of  the  National 
Affembly,     The  rules  of  civilized  nations  allowed  their  parole  to 
jvjfoners  at  war ;  but  the  Pruflian  Minifters,  feeling  the  degradation 
into  which  they  had  brought  themfelves  in  the  eyjes  of  Europe,  never 
pretended  that  they  were  prifoners  of  war,  but  called  them  prifoners 
of  fiate.    How  could  any  man  fay  on  what  law  of  nations  the  fub- 
jeAs  of  one  independent  nation  could  be  made  prifoners  of  ftate  by 
the  fovereigrt  of  another,  for  offences  committed,  or  fuppofcd  to  be 
committed,  in  dicir  own  country  r  By  no  law  but  the  law  of  tyrants, 
^'hich  contemns  all  principles  human  and  divine ;  law  dired^ed  only 
by  the  will  of  man,  which,  when  adopted  as  a  rule  of  adion,  too 
furely  degenerates  into  tj'ranny.     Tlic  Bilhop  of  Liege,  on  whofe 
territory  they  were  ftopppd,  it  was  faid,  had  a  right  to  claim  them 
by  tlie  law  of  nations.     They  who  fjiid  fo  knew  that  the  Bifhop  of 
Liege,  thougli  he  had  the  right,  had  not  the  power,  and  tlicrcfore 
it  was  fo  much  the  more  incumbent  upon  us.      If  any  man  thought  • 
that  the  imprifonment  of  thcfe  unfortunate  gentlemen  was  no  injury 
to  the  common  caufc  of  the  allies,  that  it  was  not  a  ftain  on  the  Na- 
tional character,  or  that  it  was  likely  to  gain  us  converts  among  the 
French>  he  might  vote  againft  the  motion.     Thofe  who  faw  in  it 
the  reverfe  of  all  this,  m.uft  give  it  their  fupj^ort.     Unlefs  it  were 
faid  that  Miniflers  had  already  applied  to  the  Court  of  Pruflla,  or 
meant  to  apply,  he  could  fee  no  reafon  for  poftpohing  the  motion. 
The  three  gentlemen  included  jn  the  motion  with  M.  La  Fayette, 
had  all  fupported  the  limited  Monarchy  as  well  as  he.    Of  a  man  fo 
well  known  _as  Alexander  Lameth,  it  was  ynneceiTary  to  fpeak, 
M.  Laitour  Maubourg,  on  the  return  of  the  Royal  Family  from  Va- 
rcnnes,  had  fo  conduced  himfelf  towards  them  as  to  be  mentioned 
with  particular  cxpreflions  of  gratitude  ;  and  M.  Dc  Puzy  was  known 
to  be  fo  acceptable  to  Louis  XVL  that  he  was  always  fcle«aed  as*  the 
perfon  tp  communicate  with  him  on  all  matters  relative  to  the  mod 
proper  mode  of  adjufting  the  Government.    The  Houfe  was  now  to  . 
decide  whether  or  not  they  approved  of  the  imprifonment  of  fuch 
men.     It  had  been  often  faid,  that  M.  La  Fayette  was  privy  to  the 
(light  of  the  Royal  Family  from  Paris,  and  betrayed  them*    Of  this 
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charge  he  was  aequined  by  the  teiKmoiiy  of  the  QiMcn  at  a  tiiiK 
fhe  knew  her  own  fate  to  be  inevitable,  and  i^en  ibc  coaid  have 
no  motive  ariling  from  regard  to  herfelf  or  honour  to  him,  to  dilguife 
the  truth.  Thb  be  mentioned  only  as  a  calumny  diat  had  done  much 
mifchiefy  and  appeared  on  the  beft  evidence  to  be  wholly  uafeunded. 
Mr.  fiURKE  obferved;  that  he  was  glad  to  remaiic,  fiom  ^what 
had  fallen  from  fome  gentlemen  in  the  courfe  of  the  piefent  debate, 
that  they  were  now  convinced  of  the  danger  of  thofe  piinciples  of 
univerfal  but  fiditious  benevolence  which  forbade  any  interference  in 
the  affairs  of  a  foreign  State,  or  the  conduct  of  a  Soverdgn  indepen- 
dent power.  As  he,  however,  had  never  adopted  thofe  principles, 
he  had  no  difficulty  of  declaring,  that  if  a  proper  cafe  of  inteipofitiofi 
were  eftablifhed,  it  would  be  pcrfe6ily  confident  with  the  honour  and 
dignity  of  this  countiy  to  interpofe ;  but  it  could  not  be  contended 
that  the  cafe  of  M.  La  Fayette  was  of  that  complexion,  when  we 
had  Jiot  deemed  it  requilite  fo  to  do  for  the  purpofe  of  preventing  the 
maflacres,  murders  and  revolutions  by  which  France  had  been  deib- 
lated  and  deibroycd.  He  was  ready  to  pay  every  refped  to  the  purity 
of  thofe  motives  which  aduated  the  right  honours^le  Generad. 
That  gentleman,  he  well  knew,  was  under  the  influence  of  private 
firiendfhip,  and  might  fay  in  his  juftification, 

**  Tantum  infcltcem  ntmium^  dikxl  amcum;  " 

but  as  he  could  not  view  this  quefiion  under  the  influence  of  thia 
perhaps  amiable  prejudice,  he  faw  no  fuflicient  realbn  to  induce  liim 
to  vote  for  the  motion.  Only  one  example  of  "any  fuch  interference 
had  been  adduced ;  the  cafe  of  the  interpofltion  of  the  late  Court  of 
France,  which  was  now  fo  frequently  denominated  fo  deipotic  and 
Qrrannical,  in  favour  of  Sir  Charles  Afgill,  an  inteipofition  which 
wasjchicfly  rendered  effediual  by  the  exertions  of  the  late  unfortunate 
Queen,  who,  in  the  exercife  of  her  power,  had  ever  difplayed  die 
utmod  benevolence  and  humanity,  and  whofe  firmnefs,  intrepidity 
and  reifolution  in  meeting  her  fate,  would  form  an  everlafiingcontnfi 
to  the  tyranny,  cruelty,  turpitude  and  bafenefs  of  thofe  by  whom  (he 
waa  murdered.  The  objeds  of  his  compaffion  and  fjrmpadiy  he  was 
liirely  at  liberty  to  fele^  \  and  though  he  did  not  wiih  to  load  die 
charaiSler  of  an  unfortunate  man,  yet  inftead  of  commiferating  him, 
was  he  not  at  liberty  to  bewail  the  mifery  of  6100  prifoners  ^rfio 
now  filled  the  dungeons  of  Paris  ?  Men,  women,  and  children, 
lying  on  Araw,  and  periOiing  for  want  of  the  neceflaries  of  life. 
Thefe  unfortunate  perfons  hail  been  guilty  of  no  qriine.  He  was  ac- 
quainted with  a  number  of  them,  and  had  been  in  their  houfes.  La 
Tayette,  he  contended,  was  the  principal  author  of  all  their  misfiv* 
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tiines^  and  of  all  Ae  misfortunes  that  had  befellcn  Fiance.     Waa 
he  not  at  liberty,  inftead  of  lamenting  the  condition  of  one  illufbioua 
exile  (as. he  had  been  called),  to  mourn  over  thofe  crouds  of  truly  iU 
luftrious  exiles  who  were  wandering  over  Europe,  and  to  fupporl 
whom  the  dbznty  of  the  Public  was  every  where  taxed  ?  exiles  who, 
deprived  by  him,  in  the  iirfl:  inftance,  of  their  titles,  Were  robbed 
of  **  that  which  nought  enriched  him,  and  left  them  poor  indeed !  " 
Wliile  diefe  Noble^  were  in  this  (ituation,  dripped  of  the  confolation 
of  the  unfortunate,  this  extr^ordinaiy  affedlation  of  forrqw  for  the  lot 
of  one  culpable  individual  was  ill-placed,  ridiculous,  and  prepofte- 
Tous.      It  furely  was  not  the  bufinefs  of  this  country  to  fet  up  as  Ge- 
neral Arbiter  of  the  law  of  nations.     Every  nation  had  a  right  to 
claim  her  own  Citizens ;  but  if  (he  did  not  do  fo,  no  foreign  State 
had  a  ri^  to  fet  up  any  fuch  demand.     Did  France  claim  him  i 
Yes,  as  a  traitor,  whom  the  rabble  that  he  had  been  the  inftrument 
in  elevating  to  power  were  delirous  of  facrificing !  No  other  natbn  in 
Europe  claimed  him  ;  and  of  the  daims  of  America  nothing  had 
tranffdred.     His  cpndudl  in  our  conteft  with  the  lafV-mentioned 
country,  we  were  required  to  forget ;  and  he  was  very  much  dif- 
pofed  to  do  fo,  as,  when  war  was  at  an  end,  nations  ought  to  foigot 
injuries  ;  and  on  a  contrary  principle,  wars  would  be  eternal :  but 
his  behaviour  on  entering  as  a  Volunteer  into  the  American  fervice^  -^ 
before  any  holUlity  between  this  kingdom  and  France,  was  not  furely 
of  fudi  a  nature  as  to  entitle  him  to  any  extraordinary  favour ;  and 
as  to  his  fondness  for  military  glory,  what  could  be  faid  but  that  he 
who  wifhes  to  live  by  the  fword  muft  likewife  run  the  rifque  of  perill- 
ing by  the  fword  ?  As  to  the  right  this  man  had  to  rebel  againft  his 
lawful  Sovereign,  he  would  fay  nothing  but  that  the  ruin  of  which  he 
had  been  the  promoter  had  at  length  overwhelmed  himfelf ;  and  he 
trufted  that  his  downfall  would  be  a  Icflbn  to  mankind  how  they  at- 
tempted to  overturn  the  febric  of  civilized  fdciety,  left  they  fhould 
alfo  become  the  vidtims  of  their  own  rafhnefs.     The  right  honour-* 
able  General  had  admitted,  that  the  Conftitution  of  1 7^9  could  not 
cxift,  and  yet  had  praifed  Fayette  for  pulling  down  a  building  which 
had  remained  for  1400  years.     He  was  a  Sampfon,  ftrong  enough 
to  pull  down  the  moft  noble  building,  but  had  not  ftrength  enough  to 
raife  up  another.     He  overturned  the'whole  fabric  of  Society  ;  he 
did  not  leave  one  ftone  upon  another.     He  pulled  down  a  Govern- 
ment that  had  ftood  for  fo  many'  centuries,  and  ere<^d  one  in  its 
place;  which  he  could  not  fupport  for  a  iingle  year,  he  might  fay  for 
a  fingle  day.    The  honourable  gentleman  had  likewife  fpoken  of  the 
purity  of  his  intentions,  when  it  could  not  but  be  rccolleded  that  he 
had  brought  back  the  King  and*  Queen  from  Yarennes,  had  impri- 
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foncd  them  at  Paris,  and  thus  fown  the  feeds  of  (hit  RcpubUis 
which  were  to  ripen  into  his  Awn  deftroftion.  Under  thdecircua- 
fiances.  Lord  Malme(bury,  at  the  Court  of  Berlin,  taMngoncff 
the  "  moliia  tentporafandiy*  which,  as  an  able  liegQciator,  he  muttDC 
fiippofed  to  be  well  acquainted  with,  was  thus  to  addrefs  the  Kii^ 
of  Pruffia :  "  Thou  dark  and  fanguinary  tyrant !  thou  diaixjlii 
imonfter !  give  up  Mpnf.  Li  Fayette  to  the  King  my  nnafter,  35' 
there  is  a  fubfidy  to  you  by  way  of  ranfom  for  fo  doii^ ! "  But  if  L: 
Ihould  refufe  to  do  fo,  we  muft  confolc  ourfelves  with  reflccKng,  t^ 
while,  in  one  City  in  the  Halcyon  land  of  liberty,  6100  prifonenrr 
confined,  it  required  all  the  tyrants  in  Europe  to  club  together  to  nui: 
out  four  prifoners.  Kings,  indeed,  ought  to  be  cautious  how  ib 
let  fuch  birds  out  of  their  cages.  Louis  the  Sixteenth  had  let  Favettr 
fly  to  America,  and  he  had  returned  and  imprifoned  die  maftcrTl:^ 
had  given  him  his  liberty.  It  might  be  our  intcrcft,  not  only  *^ 
forgive  injuries,  but  to  beftow  favours ;  but  with  this  individinl  ^• 
have  done ;  and  as  we  {hewed  no  enmit)'-,  as  little  were  wcob^^i 
to  beftow  any  friendfhip.  He  denied  that  Monf.  La  Fayette  wo'i 
be  of  any  feryicc  in  gaining  the  Royalifts :  the  majority  of  the  pc«* 
of  France  were  either  attached  to  the  old  Government,  or  Rep 
cans ;  and  neither  of  thefe  parties  would  truft  him.  The  inhi- 
tants  of  Toulon,  inftead  of  crying  out  ^^  a  gorge  deplv^n'  for  Fa)5^f 
as  had  been  faid,  had  required  the  prefcnce  of  Monficur  die  Re?t 
of  France.  To  talk  of  the  advantages  which  would  have  refiLK 
firom  fending  him  to  Toulon,  was  therefore  abfurd. 

"  Pariuriunt  monteSf  nafcitur  ridiculus  mus" 

The  prefcnt  motion  he  regarded  as  a  facrifice  to  firiendihip;  buH' 
he  had  no  intimacy  with  Ais  unfortunate  man,  and  as,  from  r^ 
paft  conduA,  particularly  in  the  circumftanccs  which  attended  t 
murder  of  M.  Foulon,  and  M.  Bertier,  he  had  no  reafon  to  tbiii 
favourably  of  him  ;  and  as  likewife  our  interference  in  his  h\o: 
wouy  tend  to  alienate  from  us  the  brother  of  the  late  Kng' 
France,  now  Regent,  and  all  the  French  nobility,  he  certain^ 
would  vote  againft  the  motion, 

Mr.  GREY  faid,  he  had  heard  the  fpcech  of  the  lail  honoiL* 
Speaker  with  a  confiderable  degree  of  pain:  the  honourable  gcri:- 
man  had  aflcrted  it  was  not  his  wifh  to  load  the  forrows  of  aiicr 
already  preffed  with  the  weight  of  them.  He  wiflicd  then  he  bi 
at  this  time  refrained  from  giving  fuch  a  loofc  to  invcdive  ag^V' 
the  unfortunate  La  Fayette.  The  honourable  gentleman  had  ai-*- 
ted,  that  truth  would  make  its  appearance  at  fome  loop  hole,  i" 
that  if  they  on  diat  fide  of  the  Houfc  had  now  difcovcrcd  a  cafe  ^ 
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^wHlch  it  was  proper  to  interfere  in  the  internal  government  of  ano- 
ther country.  To  this  he  would-  reply,  that  the  cafe  was  one  which 
implicated  our  om'H  charadtcrs ;  it  was  a  cafe  in  wliich  our  own 
hir:> nour  was  concerned,  and  it  tended  to  throw  a  fufpicion  on  the 
03.Life  in  which  we  were  'engage J.  But  it  was  not  for  the  purpofc 
of  *impofing  by  force  any  regulution  with  refpec^  to  the  internal.con- 
cerns  of  another  countrv. 

He  did  not  intend,  indeed  it  would  be  impofTible,  to  follow  the 
Iionourable  gentleman  through  that  defultory  track  of  argument 
xvliich  he  had  purfued.     He  had  accufcd  La  Fayette  of  the  moft  at- 
rocious afts  of* deliberate  cruelty,  but  they  remained  unfupported  by 
any  proof,  and  reftcd  fimply  on  his  o^n  affertion.     Among  the  va- 
riety of  charges,  he  had  alfo  adduced  the  murder  of  Foulon  and 
Berthier ;  but  before  he  could  confent  to  (iondemn  La  Fayette,  he* 
muft  hear  more  fubftantial  evidence  than  mere  inventive  and  decla- 
mation.    In  point  of  faft,  the  only  thing  refembling  a  proof  was, 
that  La  Fayette  had  not  done  all  in  his  power  to  fupprefs  the  tu- 
mults of  an  infuriated  mob.     He  would  afk,  was  that  a  fufficient 
reafon  to  accufe  him  of  all  the  a<Sls  of  violence  committed  by  them  ? 
But  it  did  appear,  that  La  Fayette  ftrove  all  in  his  power  to  quell 
their  tumultuous  violence,  and  that  he  refcued,  at  the  moft  immi- 
nent perfonal  hazard,  feveral  people  from  their  hands,  and  who 
otherwife,  had  certainly  feUen  vidtims  to  the  fury  of  a  maddened 
populace.     Confidering  the  ftate  of  Paris  at  that  time,  was  it  at  all 
wonderful  he  (hould  not  be  able  to  fupprefs  the  riotouf  conduct  of 
the  Parifians  ?  He  begged  to  call  to  remembrance  what  had  paifed  but 
a  few  years  fince  in  London  ;  there,  in  the  midft  of  a- well -ordered 
Government,  it  was  found  impoflible  to  ftill  the  wild  uproar  of  the 
multitude  ;  yet  furely  no  one  attributed  all  the  exceffes  committed 
by  them  to  the  Commander  of  the  troops,  or  to  the  Minifters  of 
the  country.      In  anfwer  to  what  the  honourable  gentleman  had 
afked,  what  (hould  we  gain  by  a  relcafe  of  La  Fayette  r   He  would 
Ihortly  ftate,  that  we  ftiould  exculpate  ourfelvcs  from  the  fuijpicion 
of  being  accomplices  in  the  foulcft  aft  that  ever  difgraccd  humanity. 
Buttlic  honourable  gentleman  had  alfoftated,  that  by  fuch  condud: 
we  Ihould  alienate  the  afFeftions  of  .all  the  nobility,  from  the  Regent 
(the  King's  brother)  downwards.     He  profeffcd  he  was  totally  ig- 
norant by  what  right  the  King's  brother  became  Regent,  or  how  far 
he  ought  to  be  fo  acknowledged.     The  beft  way,  he  maintained,  to 
unite  them  to  us  was,  by  publifliing  fome  declaration  in  which,  with 
our  allies,  we  fhould  all  purfue  the  fame  diitindt  objcft.     Here 
Mr.  Grey  entered  into  the  bufinefs  of  Toulon,  and  faid  we  held  out 
the  Conftitution  of  1 789,  as  the  objcft  which  we  propofcd  to  ^ve 
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to  the  people  of  France.  [Mr.  Pitt  here  contradified  Mr.  Gicj 
acxofs  die  table]  Mr.  Grey  maintained  he  was  rig^t,  and  defired 
the  declarations  might  be  read,  but  as  they  were  not  in  the  Hoafisp 
he  proceeded  to  argue  the  propriety  of  the  Houfe  of  Commoiis  ad- 
drefling  His  Majcfty  to  interfere  in  favour  of  M.  La  Fajrette.  If 
the  King  ofPn^ia,  he  (aid,  was  to  ifTue  a  declaration,  ftatii^  his 
refolution  to  reftorc  the  old  defpotifm  of  France  without  any  inodifi« 
cation  whatever,  he  fuppofed  that  would  be  allowed  to  be  fiifficient 
caufe  for  His  Majefty's  interference ;  and  where  Was  the  difl^rence, 
whether  the  King  of  PrufTia  faid  fe  much  in  terms,  or  by  any  ac- 
tion plainly  evinced  that  fuch  was  his  intention  ?  In  his  t3pinion  it 
amounted  to  the  fame.  Upon  the  whole  he  thou^t  himfelf  bound 
by  every  principle  of  humanity,  of  juftiec,  and  of  policy,,  ta  vote 
for  tfiis  addrefs. 

Mr.  Chancellor  PITT  faid,  that  Lord  Hood,  when  he  law  on 
the  part  of  the  people  of  Toulon  a  difpofition  to  conununicate  with 
him,  had  told  them  that  if  they  would  make  a  candid  and  explicit 
declaration  in  favour  of  Royal^,  he  would  aflbrS  them  zOSRaDce 
and  protedtion.  They  dedated  in  favour  of  monarchy  eftabBihed 
by  the  Conftitution  of  1 7  8  9,  and  begged  that  he  would  take  poflef- 
fion  of  the  place  in  truft  for  Louis  X  VH.  He  did  fo ;  and  to  re- 
ftorc  the  place  at  the  conclufion  of  the  war,  to  Louis  XVIT.  was 
the  extent  of  the  engagement  into  M^ch  Lord  Hood  had  entered. 

Mr.  FOX  faid,  he  had  always  underftood  the  tranladion  as  now 
dated,  and  he  thought  no  engagement  to  the  extent  he  had  aigued  it 
could  be  more  binding  on  any  man  of  feeling  or  honour. 

Mr.  R.  THORNTON  faid,  he  neither  agreed  witfi  thofc  who 
reprefented  M.  La  Fayette  as  the  caufe  of  all  the  evils  that  had  be- 
fallen France,  nor  with  thofe  who  held  hrm  up  as  a  great  charadfcr. 
But  he  thought  it  was  for  the  honour,  and  the  intereft  of  the  naticMi, 
that  we  Ihould  intcrpofc  for  his  releafe ;  and  he  knew  of  no  better 
mode  of  doing  it  than  that  now  propofed  :  Ir  was  not  unprecedent- 
ed, for  the  Houfe  had  agreed  to  intcrpofc  in  behalf  of  the  late  Kii^ 
of  France,  although  we  had  no  alliance  with  France  at  that  time. 
The  condudl  of  the  Court  of  Berlin,  he  could  not  help  confiderifig 
^  as  unmilitary  and  unmanly. 

Mr.  SMITH  faid,  that  an  honourable  gentleman  (Mr.  Burfar) 
unfortunately  permitted  a  reafon,  fuperior  to  what  in  common  fell 
to  the  lot  of  man,  to  be  hurried  away  and  borne  down  by  the  fbnx 
of  an  over-heated  imagination,  otherwife  he  muft  certainly  have  it- 
coUeAed  the  difference  between  an  interference  by  force,  and  one 
by  die  peaceful  mode  of  negociation.  It  was  matter  of  deep  concern 
to  him,  that  in  the  courfe  of  four  moft  eventful  years  the  govermnenr 
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Df  a.  fipce  people,  as  we  w^re,  fhould  have  feen  no  fingle  inflance  in 
the  oondud  of  another  people,  at  firfi  certainly  ilniggling  for  free- 
donrip  tp  defc^ve  approbation,  suid  nothing  to  reprobate  in  the  con- 
duct o£  diofe  who  were  endeavouring  to  render  their  ftruggles  for 
freedom  inefFedhial.  If  the  French  in  the  firft  inftance  had  been 
^Y^otjgced  by  us,  he  thought  they  ^eould  have  avoided  thofe  dreadful 
cxceflcs  into  which  they  had  £nee  fallen. 

^^r.  RYDER  faid,  the  loterference  mentioned  by  Mr.  Thorn- 
ton never  took  place.     When  gentlemen  held  up  La  Fayette  as  a 
great  chara6ler,  they  did  fo  either  to  conciliate  the  favour  of  the 
Houfe,  or  to  expr^fs  app;x)bation  of  that  fyftem  which  he  had  fup- 
porte^.     Of  the  treatment  La  Fayette  had  received  he  would  give  no 
op&nion  ;  but  although  we  promifed  protection  to  thofe  who  declared 
for  the  Conflitution  of  1 7  89^  in  order  to  obtain  allies,  we  were  not 
boun<j  to  proted  the  authors  of  that  Condjitution  ;  and  therefore  he 
fhoiild  vote  againd  the  motion. 

Mr.  R.  THORNTON  faid,  the  inftance  he  had  mentioned  was 
exa6Uy  in  point :  the  Houfe  was  unanimous  with  refpedt  to  the 
mcafure  itfelf,  and  dropped  it  only  on  the  confidcration  that  to  carry 
it  into  full  eScA  might  injure  the  caufe  it  was  meant  to  ferve ;  and 
th^t  all  the  good  expeded  from  it  would  be  obtained  by  its  being' 
publicly  known  that  the  Hpufe  had  been  unanimous. 

Mr,  BURKE  faid,  be  fpoke  not  of  La  Fayette's  charafter,  but 
of  his  a6tion5. 

The  SOLICITOR  GENERAL  faid,  .that  the  charaQerof  La 
Fayette  and  die  I;iumanity  of  the  Houfe  were  entirely  foreign  to  the 
prcfent  queftion,  which  muft  be  decided  on  grounds  of  policy  only. 
If  we  were  to  interpofe  in  this  inflance,  wc  muft  intcrpofe,  by  the 
fame  cule,  in  every  inftance,  where  the  conduS  of  other  powers  in 
any  inftance  was  inconiiftent  with  humanity.  He  entered  into  fome 
diftindtiohs,  to  (hew  that  although  the  Gonftitution  of  1789  had 
been  mentioned  at  Toulon,  we  were  pledged  only  to  the  reftoration 
of  monarchy  in  France. 

Mr.  J.  S.  COCKS  could  not  fuffer  to  pafs  unnoticed  Mr.  Smith's 
eypreftion  of  forrow,  that  ou];  Government  hacl  found  nothing  to  ap- 
proves in  the  beginning  or  progrefs  of  a  fyftem,  which  had  for  its 
objeft  the  deftrudlion  of  all  comfort  and  public  liberty,  and  which 
attempted  alfo  tp  deprive  its  wretched  vidlims  of  the  hopes  of  futu* 
ntj.  La  Fayette's  cruelty,  in  his  opinion,  was  manifeft,  from  his 
continuing  to  a<Sl  under  fuch  a  fyftem,  and  the  proofs  of  it  were  as 
dear  as  could  be  expeded  under  fuch  circumftances. 

Mr.  FOX  feid,  he  had  feen  many  emigrants  who  were  at  Parisy 
irfaen  Foulon  and  Berthier  were  miixtlered  ^  their  qpncurring  teffi- 
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mony  was,  that  M.  La  Fayette  did  all  he  could  to  prevent  it ;  -and 
they  alledgcd  as  a  reafon  for  abandoning  their  country,  that  lie  was 
not  able  to  prevent  fuch  dreadful  outrages.  - 

'  Mr.  SMITH  faid,  it  was  impoflibic  thaf  Mr.  Cocks  could  have 
put  fuch  a  conftrudlion  upon  his  words,  if  he  ftad  taken  the  trouble 
to  attend  to  them. 

Mr.  JENKINSON  faid,  he  was  at  Paris  at  the  period  alludcJ 
to,  and  the  general  imprcfllon  was,  that  although  La  Fayette  ua^ 
not  acceflary  to  the  murders  of  Foulcn  and  Berthier,  he  had  n«^ 
done  all  he  might  have  done  to  prevent  them.  One  of  them  t...s 
brought  from  the  countr)^  by  a  more  numerous  armed  part)'  tlun  i: 
was  fuppofcd  could  have  been  employed  without^^a  Faycttc*s  know- 
ledge ;  and  they  had  put  ftraw  into  his  mouth  on  account  of  foruc- 
thing  he  had  faid  of  a  famine  abrut  fourteen  years  before,  (that  if  d^.c 
people  wanted  bread  th.cy  mig'.t  feed  on  ftraw.) 

Mr.  3URKE  faid,  he  had  the  authority  of  the  Abbe  Foulon,  a 
Member  of  the  Parliament  of  Paris,  for  charging  La  Fayette  w'ltk 
the  murder  of  his  father  and  Mr.  Berthier ;  and  this  authority  wa* 
corroborated  by  various  other  wtll-rauthenticated  ]  roofs. 

Mr.  MARTIN  exprcfled  his  dianks  for  the  opportunity  afforded 
the  Houfe  of  declaring  their  abhorrence  of  the  tyrannical  and  in:- 
quitous  conduit  of  the  Court  of  Berlin.  The  treatment  of  M.  La 
Fayette  and  his  uniortunate  friends  had  been  f|X)k(H  of  in  terms  of 
reprobation  \\hcrcvcr  he  had  heard  it  mentioned. 

Mr.  STANLEY  fiid,  lie  had  been  at  Paris,  and  fecn  M.  La 
Fayette  expoHng  himfclf  to  all  the  indignities  of  the  mob,  and  ha- 
zarding his  life  to  re  ft  rain  their  outrages.  He  had  heard  of  hib  ref- 
.  cuing  many  jxTfons  from  their  fury.  The  language  he  might  have 
ufed  on  fuch  occafions  was  no  ground  of  charge  againft  him.  VVe 
had  feen  a  mob  in  this  countrv',  when  in  the  aft  of  burning  houfcs, 
addrefied  as  friends  and  fellow-churchmen,  by  gentlemen  who  cer- 
tainly did  not  approve  of  tiieir  conduct. 

Mr.  EAST  faid,  to  adopt  tlie  motion  would  be  to  charge  the  ex- 
ecutive p/owcr  of  another  nation  with  crueltj',  and  to  rifle  the  lofs  of 
an  ally.  We  were  not  bound  to  inftrudl  other  fiates  in  the  law  of 
nations.  He  could  not  concur  in  the  panegyric  on  La  Fayette,  who 
had  been  the  firft  to  publifh,  that  infurreftion  was  the  moft  fecrcd 
of  duties,  and  had  reduced  the  power  of  his  Sovereign  to  a  mete 
(hadow.  He  would  never  give  a  vote  that  tended  to  throw  difcrc- 
dit  on  the  war,  on  the  fuccefs  of  which  our  all  was  at  ftake. 

Mr.  COURTENAY  faid,  that  the  motion,  far  from  difplcafing 
the  King  of  Pruflia,  would  be  received  by  him  as  a  favour.  He 
had  difclaimed  the  iinprifonmcnt  of  La  Fayette  ;  he  wa^  only  afcrt 
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of  Royal  jailor,  to  keep  him  in  fafe  cuftody  for  the  allied  Powers, 
and  would  be  happy  to  have  the  charge  taken  off  his  hands.      If  wc 
•  were  fo  much  .ifrdid  of  offending  independent  States,  how  did  we 
treat  Sweden  and  Denmark,  and  other  neutral  States,  v.hcn  we  pre- 
icribcd  to  them  whatever  rules  wc  thought  fit  with  refpeft  to  thdr 
commerce  ?    As  well  might   all   the  atnicitics  of  Ae  civil  war  be 
charged  upon  Hampden  and  his  illuftrious  affociate,  as  the  atrocities 
committed  in  France,  upon  M.  La  Fayette.     Wc  had  houfes  burnt 
and  lives  tjrrcatencd  in  1780,  when  Lord  Amherft  was  Commander 
in  Chief,  but  nobody  h.ad  ever  cliarged  him  as  acccffary  to  the  out* 
rages  of  the  mob,'  bcc.iufc  he  could  not  prevent  them.     La  Fayette 
too  was  charged  ^vith  a  crime,  of  which  the  late  Queen  of  France, 
who  could  not  but  know  the  truth,  had  acquitted  him.     Every  pof- 
fible  impu^atlcn  h.nd  been  raked  together,  in  order  to  fteel  the  hearts 
of  the  Houfc  againft  a  mnn  in  a  dungeon  at  Madgebourg.      In  their 
cagernefs  to  fupport  the  war,  fome  gentlemen  feemcd  to  fear  nothing 
but  the  mention  of  liberty,  while  dcfpots  might,  for  any  thing  they 
cared,  csirry   an-r^rchy  throiigh  the  world.      Much  idle  declamation 
had  been  ufcd   with  rcfpeft  to   tlic   atrocities  committed  at  Paris, 
while  not  a  fingle  cruclt)'  committed  by   the  Royal  anarchifts  wjis 
mentioned.     He  did  not  conceive  why  thefe  Lords  anointed  (hould 
have  a  patent  for  fomenting  anarchy  and  confijfion.     Popular  com^ 
motion  was  like  a  tcmpell,  violent,  but  of  fliort   duration.     He 
thought  that  a  popular  ferment  was  neccffary  at  times,"  to  clear  the 
pcililical   atmofphcre ;  and  would  rafhcr  fuffcr  all  tlie  troubleis  at- 
tendant on. the  tcrnpcft  c^f  dc.r.ocracy,  than  breathe  for  a  moment  the 
pcftilcntial  air  of  regal  dcfpotifni. 

Mr.  WHIl^BREAD  faid,  that  all  our  proceedings  at  Toulon 
were  calculated  to  give,  the  French  people  the  imprtlT. jn  that  wc 
were  dcfirous  of  elVablifiiing  the  conftitution  of  1 789  only,  and  this 
was  conI:rmed  by  the  declaration  at  Toulon,  which  announced  to 
the  French  that  the  conftitution  of  1789  wa3  in  full  activity  at 
Toulon,  and  therefore  invited  the  friends  of  that  conftitution,  from 
the  example  of  this  place,  to  confide  in  the  combined  Powers. — 
What  then  could  be  faid  in  defence  of  that  fcandalous  treatment  of 
M.  La  Fayette  and  his  affcciates,  whofe  efforts  had  all  been  exerted 
for  that  conftitution  which  was  offered  to  the  French  ?  He  moft 
warmly  approved  of  the  motion  which  had  been  made  by  his  right 
honourable  friend  with  fo  much  generofity,  candour,  and  eloquence. 
He  thought  that  the  conduft  of  pur  ally,  the  King  of  Pruffia,  to 
M.  La  Fayette  would  roufc  the  indignation  of  every  manly  breaft  ; 
and  it  was  2  melancholy  refledlion,  that  even  with  this  condudl  be- 
fore us,  wc  could  only  engage  his  continuance  in  the  war  by  paying 
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him  a  fiibiidy.  It  was,  however,  material  to  the  Houfe  to  Imow 
what  this  fublidy  was  to  be :  the  rig^t  honourable  gentleman,  when 
die  question  was  put  to  him  on  a  former  night,  had  not  deiu^  the 
fad,  though  he  had  chofen  to  withhold  all  explanation  fram  the 
Houfe  on  the  fubjed.  He  trufted,  however,  that  tU$  fubfidiarj 
treaty  would  be  laid  upon  the  table  as  fpon  as  it  (hould  be  ooncduded^ 
and  not  withheld,  as  the  treaties  werp  laft  year,  dll  two  or  three 
days  before  the  clofe  of  the  feflion. 

Mn  Chancellor  PITT  laid,  that  when  called  upon  to  by  whe- 
ther a  n^pciation  was  going  on  for  a  fubiidSary  treaty  with  the  Court 
of  Berlin,  he  had  thought  it  his  duty  to  remain  filent.  The  ho- 
nourable gentleman,  however,  had  diofen  to  conifaiie  this  filcnce 
into  an  acknowledgement  that  fuch  a  treaty  was  not  only  ia  nqgocia- 
tion,  but  adhially  concluded.  He  would  not,  however,  depart  firopi 
lus  filcnce.  He  would  juft  fay,  in  anfwer  to  the  obfervation  of  tfie 
honourable  gentleman.  That  if  it  fhould  be  thought  ri^t»  for  die 
more  vigorous  profecution  of  the  war  in  which  we  were  engag^ed,  to 
advife  His  Majefty  to  enter  into  farther  treaties  of  fubfidatfon  widi 
the  powers  of  Europe,  he  certainly  fhould  coniider  it  as  his  duty  to 
make  an  eariy  communication  of  fuch  treaties  to  ParUamept* 

The  Houfe  then  divided  ; 

Ayes,  48;  Noes,  155. 

LIST  of  the  Minority  on  General  FITZPATRICK's  Motion.. 

Antonie,  W*  Lee  M'Leod,  Colonel 

Aubrey,  Sir  John  Maitland,  Hon.  Major 

Baker,'  Wiliiam  Martin,  James 

BguTcrie,  Edward  Milner,  Sir  ^Iliam 

Burch,  J.  R.  Noah,  Dudley 

Byng,  Gcor?e  OiTory,  £arl  of 

Church,  J.  n.  Robinfon,  Maurice 

Courtenay,  John  RulTel],  Lord  William 

Crcfpigny,   T.C.  St.  John,  St.  Andrew 

Crewe,  John  Sheffield,  Lord 

Duncombe,  Henry  '  Smithy  William 

Erikine,  Hon.  Thomas  Speed,  Henry 

Fox,  Right  Hon*  Charles  James  Spencer,  Lord  Robert 

Francis,  Philip  Stanley,  J.T. 

Grey,  Charles  Taylor,  Clement 

Hare,  James  Taylor,  M.  A. 

Howard,  Henry  Thornton,  Robert 

Howe],  David  Townfiiend,  Lord  John 

Huifey,  William  Vaughan,  Benjamin 

Jervoife,  CJerke  Jcrroifc  Welfcm,  C.  C. 

fcene,  Whitflied  Whiibrcad,  Samuel 

Knight,  R.Payne  Winnington,  Samuel 

Lemon,  Sir  William  Wycombe,  Earl 

Telleks— Fitzpatrick,  General  Tarleton,  Colonel^ 
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Thurfdaff   t%ih March. 

Mr.  THOMPSON  gave  notice,  thit  on  Thurfday  next  he 
ihould  move  for  a  lift  of  thofe  foreigners  who  had  been  fent  out  of 
the  kingdom  under  the  Alien  bill. 

Wednejdayy  i^tb  March. 

Heard  Counfel  and  evidence  on  the  Eau  Brink  Drainage  bill. 

Thurfday^   2oth  March. 

Major  MAINLAND  gave  notice,  that  on  Thurfday  next  he 
fhould  make  a  motion  relative  to  the  condudt  of  the  war  in  Europe 
during  the  laft  campaign.  There  were  ceitain  queftions  which  he 
wHhed  to  afk  Minifters  on  the  fubjed,  had  any  of  them  been  pre- 
feat,  and  which  he  (hould  take  an  opportunity  of  afking  before 
Thurfday. 

The  Houfe  having  refolved  itfelf  into  a  Committee  of  the  whole 
Houfe,  on  the  additional  paper  duty  bill, 

Mr.  BRANDLING  having  ftated  the  exifting  and  propoTed 
duty  on  paper,  conceived  that  the  one  propofed  ihould  be  equalized. 
The  new  tax  on  printing  paper  was,  in  his  opinion^  exceflive^ 
whilft  that  on  writing  and  wbited  brown  bore  no  proportion  to  it. 
He  wifhed  the  honourable  gentleman  (Mr.  Rofe)  would  conient  to 
fill  up  the  blanks  in  fuch  a  manner,  that  the  bill  might  be  reported^ 
and  reconunitted  on  a  future  day,  that  in  the  interval  he  might 
confult  his  conftituents. 

Mr.  ROSE  faid,  the  paper  was  arranged  under  three  clafles : 
die  firft  included  writing,  copper-plate,  and  drawing  paper ;  the  fe- 
cond  printing  paper,  which  was  divided  into  eleven  claiTes ;  and  the 
third  comprehended  whited  brown.  It  was  propofed  to  lay  a  tax  on 
the  firft,  which  would  amount  to  twcnty-feven  per  cent,  on  the  fe- 
cond  to  forty-five  per  cent,  and  on  the  third  one  penny  per  pound 
weight.  It  was  impdTtble  to  equalize  the  duty,  fo  as  to  prevent 
fraud  and  evafion.  This  fubje£t  had  been  under  confideration  for 
two  months^  and  the  propofed  mode  was  the  only  one  that  could  be 
adopted. 

Sir  M.  W.  RIDLEY  went  into  various  calculations,  in  order 
to  (hew  that  the  new  duty  on  printing  paper  would  amount  to  fifty 
per  cent.  The  bill  was  then  read  claufe  by  daufe,  and  ordered  to 
be  reported. 

Fridcej^  2ift  March. 

Mr.  Chancellor  PITT  brought  up  a  meffage  from  the  King, 
importing^  '<  That  His  Majefty  had  given  dire^ons,  that  the  Houfe 
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lately  occupied  by  the  Auditor  of  the  Exdicquer  (hould  be  apfuropri- 
ated  for  the  Speiker  of  the  Houfc  of  Commons  for  the  time  being/' 

Lord  FrcJerick  CAMPBELL  moved  an  addrcfs  of  thanks  to 
His  Majcfty,  for  his  condefcenfion  and  goodncfs  in  makii^  fuch  a 
gracious  communication,  as  alfo  that  fuch  addrcfs  be  prcfented  by 
fuch  Members  of  that  Houfe,  as  were  of  His  Majcfty 's  mod  ho- 
nourable Privy  Council.     Ordered. 

Mr.  SHERIDAN  afked  the  Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer,  if 
the  mcafure  which  had  been  lately  publifhed  relative  to  the  recom- 
mending the  raifing  of  troops  by  iubfcription,  to  be  opened  by  di  j 
Lords  Lieutenants  of  different  counties,  came  from  the  Sccretarv  of 
State  ?  and  if  fo,  whether  the  right  honourable  gendeman  had  an? 
objefliori  to  laying  that  communication  before  the  Houfe  ?  He'  {hou2d 
fuppofe  tlierc  could  be  no  objection  to  this.  Lndeed  it  was  a  point 
that  required  no  argument,  as  he  conceived.  Nothing  could  be 
more  cleir  tiian  that  a  propofuion  from  the  Executive  Power  to  any 
quarter  whatever,  for  the  raifing  of  troops  ought  and  muft  l»c  laid 
before  Parliament.  Nor  any  thing  more  decidedly  unconftitutional 
than  that  there  fhould  be  any  meafurc  whatever  carried  on  for  the 
railing  an  army,  without  the  immediate  knowledge  of  the  Hoizie  cf 
Commons.  All  diat  he  wanted  now  to  know  was,  whether  this 
communication  was  to  be  laid  before  the  Houfe  as  a  matter  of  courfe ; 
if  not,  he  muft  move  for  it. 

Mr.  Chancellor  PITT  faid,  there  had  been  a  (hort  convcrfation 
on  this  fubjcd  on  a  former  day.  The  communication  to  wliich  the 
honourable  gentleman  alluded,  was  not  a  plan  for  raifing  troops,  if  it 
had)  that  communication  ftiould  have  been  hid  before  ParliamcBt ; 
but  the  whole  was  nothing  more  than  a  mcafure  bv  which  Miniftcrs 
might  be  enabled  to  digcft  a  plan,  whieh,  when  digefted,  fhould  be 
laid  before  the  Houfc,  wliich  he  fliould  do  on  the  firft  pra(51ical  op- 
portunity. Eftimates  were  acflually  prepared,  and  would  be  ready, 
he  believed,  to  be  prcfented  to  tiie  Houfc  on  Monday  next.  With 
regard  to  the  jmper  of  communication  to  tlie  Lord  Lieutenants,  he 
could  not  agree  that  it  fhould  be  produced,  and  what  he  had  faid  al- 
ready would  (liew  there  ^vas  v^  necefllty  for  producing  it,  for  ^'^i 
paper  only  went  to  die  queftion  in  what  fliape  t1-.c  e-limates  ftiould  Lx? 
laid  before  Parliament.  It  was  only  a  communication  to  forma 
plan,  which  plan  of  itfclf  had  no  authorit}'  before  it  received  the  tinc- 
tion  of  Parliament.  He  had  not  an  idea  ihata  fingle  man  fhould 
be  raifed,  or  a  fingle  fliilling  levicJ,  without  the  exprefs  confent  of 
Parliament.  But  after  Parllc  uicnt  had  fandioned  the  mcafure,  he 
hoped  there  would  be  no  impropriety  in  any  individual  voluntarily 
contributing  what  he  pleafcd  to^^ards  fupporting  the  militia.    It  was 
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^notorious  this  had  been  done  in  alnfioft  every  former  "war  in  which 
•Great  Britain  had  been  engaged. 

Mr.  SHERIDAN  faid,  he  had  not  heard  any  thing  like  a  reafon 
^^vliy  this  commuTucrftion  fliould  not  be  laid  before  the  Houfc.  There 
<was  no  time  to  be  loft  on  fo  important  a  fubjcft  as  this.  .That  tlierc 
ihould  even  have  been  a  propofition  from  the  Crown  to  levy  money 
on  the  people  in  any  manner,  under  any  pretence  wliatever,  with- 
out the  exprefs  confent  of  the  Houfe  of  Commons,  excited  his  afto- 
niihment ;  and  therefore  he  fhould  have  a  motion  to  make  on  this 
fubjedt  on  Monday  next.  On  reading  the  report  of  the  Committee 
on  the  bill  for  impofing  an  adtJitional  duty  on  paper, 

Mr.  BRANDLING  ftated,  that  he  had  inftrudtlons  from  his 
conftituents  to  ftate,  that  die  duty  now  propofcd  on  the  lower  clafs 
of  paper  would  amount  in  point  of  fa6l  to  three  times  the  fum  pro- 
jpofed  by  the  Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer,  and  that  it  would  be  ex- 
tremely oppreflive.  He  did  not  know  whether  this  M'as  true  or  not, 
but  he  thought  it  w^ould  be  but  fair  that  his  conftituents  fliould  have 
an  opportunity  of  proving  what  they  allcdgcd,  if  they  could  :  and 
for  that  reafon  he  moved  that  this  bill  be  recommitted. 

Mr.  Chancellor  PITT  faid,  that  from  the  beft  information  he 
could  coUeft  from  the  Revenue  Officers,  and  from  the  conferences 
he  had  with  perfons  concerned  in  the  trade,  he  could  affure  the  ho- 
nourable gentleman  that  he  was  mifinformcd.     The  former  regula- 
tions were  fuch  as  gave  room  for  e\^fions  equally  injurious  to  the 
manufa6hirer,  the  retailer,  and  the  Revenue.     The  fair  operation 
would  extend  no  farther  than  doubling  the  former  duty  4  and  if  any 
advantage'  was  derived  from  new  and  falutary  regulations,  he  was 
fure  it  could  not  be  unacceptable  to  the  honourable  Member,  who . 
was  as  well  convinced  as  any  man  of  the  neceffity  of  providing  effi-  . 
cient  taxes  for  the  prcfcnt  exigency  of  affliirs.     He  therefore  hoped 
that  he  would  not  pcrlift  in  his  motion  for  a  recommitment.     The 
bill  had  by  no  means  made  a  rapid  progrefs  through  tlie  Houfe,  and 
the  trade  had  fuffident  kifure  to  confider  of  its  operartions.    Belides . 
^it  fhould  be  remembered,  that  the  manufadlorles  of  various  kinds 

V 

were  going  forward  with  redoubled  induftry,  uader  contemjdadon 
of  the  tax,  and  that  every  day'«  delay  would  be  a  proportionate  lofs 
to  the  Revenue. 

Mr.  BRANDLING  faid  he  had  ftated  no  more  than  his  con- 
flituents  direded  him  to  ftate :  he  could  not  call  in  qucftion  their 
flatement  of  a  fzA :  all  he  wifhed  was,  that  his  conftituents  might 
have  an  opportunity  of  fending  up  to  him  an  account  of  the  duties^ 
as  they  had  {aid  they  would  operate. 

The  SPEAKER  faid  that  there  were  other  modes  of  difcuffing 
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this  qucftion,  befidcs  that  of  recommitting  the  bill.  It  might  be 
moved  that  the  propofcd  duties  might  be  lowered,  or  at  any  time, 
that  the'dcbatc  arifmg  on  any  flagc  of  the  bill  might  be  adjourned. 

Sir  MATTHEW  WHITE  RIDLEY  pointedout  many  objcc 
,  tlonablc  parts  of  thjs  bill  as  they  appeared  to  him.  He  procx^fcd  modes 
of  alleviating  the  hardfhips  which  tlic  biU  tended  to  create,  by  cleans 
of  certain  drawbacks,  and  takin;:  the  duty  nd  valorem, 

Mr.  BURDON  thought  this  an  oppreflivc  duty  and  aa  i  nj *  in  :■; 
one,  and  fuch  as  was  by  no  means  confulcnt  with  tlje  difcrc^v  r.  ::-  : 
found  polK-y  il>r  v\iucli  r  ic*  Civir«ccllor  of  thi:  Excbeq-.^'^r  v.-i  ,  ^vX- 
nent ;  tlic  duty  v»ouia  ia  pant  ol*  fiCt  injure  and  dimir'fn  r.^c  ^  \:jc.- 
latlon  of  general  intelligence  all  ever  the  kingdom^  a  tliiii-  il»c*i  •-•'J;]! it 
to  be  deemed  facred. 

Mr.  ROSE  admitted,  as  he  had  dene  on  aforn^.er  d;iy,  the  h^.rJ- 
fhips  which  the  bill  would  occafion  \  but  nriliitalncd  tluy  w- r*.  in:- 
avoidablc,  unlofs  cndlcfs  frauds  to  the  F^vcr.uc  v.vrc  tobcruIcr;t:til. 

Mr.  SHERIDi\N  faid,  that  from  wliat  ho  had  heard  he  thoudit 
this  bill  ought  tp  be  recomniitted.      He  thought  chat   \a  its  prcfcnt 
form  it  would  never  anfwer  any  gor^d  pjrpofc  to  the  Revenue.      In- 
deed bills  of  this  kind  were  almoft  always  paffed  througli  the  H^'ufs 
without  receiving  an  adequate  attention,  and  he  hoped  to  il  e  tl:e  day 
when  tliat  negligence  ihould  not  be  fufFercd,  and  when  every  Reve- 
nue bill  whatever  (hould  be  printed,  for  there  were  none  wh.i/h*  re- 
quired more  atrenticrn.      It  appeared  extraordinar)'  indeed  that  fir'e 
paper,  iifed  by  die  higher  ranks  of  life  for  their  amufing  and  cle^.r.t 
corrcfpondence,  fhould  be  charged  abou't  14.  per  <2cnt.  addirif.nal 
duty  by  this  bill,  and  di.it  the  nioft  ufeful  and  cheap  communicition 
of  intelligence  flioukl  he  charged  between  forty  and  fifty  per  cent! 
This,  if  perfirted  in,  ^vc'uid  amount  to  a  prohibition  of  almoft  all 
the  cheap  circulation  of  intj:lli^cnce.     On  newfpapers,  for  inftancc, 
the  duty  would  have  the  cfFecl  which  he  had  ftatcd,  but  he  hoped 
they  would  be  allowed  a  drawback  on  the  ftamp  equal  to  the  amount 
of  the  additional  duty.     There  was  another  circumffcmcc  which  he 
could  not  help  mentioning,  becaufe  it  would  be  necelTary  for  him  to 
introduce  a  claufc  to  prevent  fuch  feandalous  abufc  of  the  Revenue 
laws.     There  was  a  mill  for  the  manufactory  of  paper  to  a  great 
amount  in  this  country,  in  which  the  forgery  of  French  aflignats  was 
carried  on.   The  Excife  Officer  who  attends  this  mill,  doubted  whe- 
ther he  could  fufler  this  fort  of  proceeding  to  pafs,  and  on  nnaking 
the  neceflary  communications,  he  received  what  appeared  to  him  to 
be  fufficient  authority  for  fuperintending  this^  as  if  it  had  been  the 
regular  and  honeft  manufadVurc  of  paper  in  the  way  of  trade.      He 
did  not  ftate  this  upon  a  loofc  hear-fey ;  he  could  give  the  name  of 
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the  mill,  if  neccflarjr.  He  thought  it  highly  imported  Government 
to  difavow  by  its  Miniftcrs  any  (hare  in  fuch  a  fcandalous  pro- 
ceeding. 

Mr.  Chancellor  PlTT  fald,  that  information  from  thofe  who 
committed  forgery,  was  not  the  beft  to  be  relied  oni 

Mr.  M.  A*  TAYLOR  fald,  he  could,  if  called  upon,  name 
the  mills  in  which  thofe  manufactures  were  made,  could  produce 
the  paper  manufadlured,  and  prove  that  it  was  connived  at  by  the 
Revenue  Officers,  under  the  idea  of  its  being  countenanced  by  Go- 
vernment. 

Mr.  SHERIDAN  faid,  that  the  anfwer  of  the  Chancellor  of  the 
Exchequer  was  in  fadt  nothing!  He  ftated  thi^  to  have  been  done 
at  a  public  paper  mill  in  this  countr)',  and  that  the  Excife  Officer 
Who  fuperintended  the  manufedlure  of  the  mill,  had,  what  appeared 
to  him  to  be  good  authoritj',  for  pafllng  it  by,  and  it  was  cflcntial 
to  the  hortour  of  Government  that  all  this  (hould  be  cleared  up ; 
which  fhould  be  his  objedl  another  day.  The  motion  for  the  re- 
commitment of  the  bill  was  th'cn  negatived,  and  the  refolutions  of 
the  Committee  all  agreed  to. 

Monday^   24/A  March4 

The  report  of  the  bill  for  regulating  the  payment  of  navy  bills 
Was  brought  up  and  read. 

Mr.  Chancellor  PITT  brought  up  a  claufe  for  providing  for  the 
mode  of  making  all  the  navy  bills  payable.  He  ftated,  tliat  when 
he  opened  this  fubjeft  to  the  Houfc,  he  had  intimated  that  all  navy 
bills  of  a  certain  delcription  (hould  be  paid  off  at  a  certain  time  after 
their  iffuing.  This  was  the  cafe  with  regard  to  bills  made  out  up  to 
.the  month  of  March  1793*  Another  part  of  thefc  bills  were  pro- 
vided for,  and  were  made  papble  at  all  events  within  fifteen  months 
after  the  tipie  of  their  iffiiing ;  diis  was  made  to  apply  to  all  bills 
that  (hould  iffue  after  the  month  of  April  in  the  prefent  year.  But 
a  quefUon  had  arifen  as  to  what  provifion  was  ro  be  made  for  the 
intermediate  bills ;  he  meant  thofe  between  the  rronth  of  March 
laft  year,  and  the  month  of  April  in  this :  the  profent  claufe  pro- 
vided for  thefe  bills  as  well  as  others,  for  it  fpccilled  that  all  na\7 
bills  fhould  be  paid  in  due  courfe  according  to  their  dates,  fo  that 
fX)nc  of  them  (hall  be  fuffered  to  remain  due  more  than  fifteen 
months  after  they  fliall  have  iffiied.  Having  made  this  general  re- 
gulation as  applicable  to  all  navy  bills,  it  was  necdlefs  to  fpccify  any 
of  the  clafTes.  ^  This  claufe  was  read,  agreed  to,  and  the  bill  waa 
ordered  to  be  IngrofTed* 
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Mr.  THOMPSON  rofe,  he  faid,  in  confcqucncc  of  the  nodcc 
he  had  given,  in  order  to  call  the  attention  of  the  Houfe  to  the  fub- 
jeS  of  the  Alien  bill,  and  to  bring  forward  the  motion  which  he  had 
announced  on  a  former  day,  and  which  he  deemed  of  particular 
confequence  upon  the  prefent  occafion.  In  doing  this,  he  truftcd 
that  he  (hould  be  free  from  the  imputation  of  party  motives,  (o 
commonly  attributed  to  every  propofition  that  came  from  that  fide 
of  the  Houfe :  by  the  motion  he  (hould  have  the  honour  to  fubmit 
to  the  Houfe,  he  faid,  there  was  no  intention  to  interrupt  the  pafling 
of  the  Alien  bill  then  before  the  Houfe.  If  would,  however,  be 
neceffjry  to  advert  to  the  circumftancc  and  the  period  under  which 
the  bill  was  paffed ;  a  bill  which,  in  his  opinion,  fcrved  moil  cf- 
feftually  to  open  the  eyes  of  the  nation  with  refpeft  to  die  fyftcm  of 
political  deception  that  had  been  pradlifcd  on  them. 

The  great'queftion  of  Parliamentary  Reform  had  been  prevbufiv 
agitated  in  that  Affembly  under  the  fandlion  of  the  people,  and  wiA 
the  approbation  and  countenance  of  Jfeveral  popular  charaders.    Va- 
rious Societies,  for  the  fupport  of  that  mcafurc,  had  been  fermftf 
throughout  the  kingdom,  when  Minifters  rmmedlately  thought  pro- 
per to  combat  it ;  and  it  was  accordingly  combated,  not  only  by 
Treafury  newfpapers  and  Gazette  proclamations,  but  by  eveiy  me- 
thod they  could  poflibly  devife.     All  who  fupported  the  quedlon  ot 
Parliam.cntary  Reform  were  vilified  by  the  names  of  Democrats  and 
Jacobins  ;  an  ardent  love  of  liberty  was  difgraccd  by  the  name  of  a 
defire  of  anarchy,  and  to  demand  an  equal  right  of  reprcfcntation  ^a* 
conftrued  into  an  intention  to  provoke  rebellion.    When  the  French 
overturned  that  fyftem  of  Government  under  which  they  had  long 
groaned,    and  which  was  univerfally  allowed  to  be  infufferaWy 
Gruel ;  when  they  hurled  Louis  the  Sixteenth  from  the  Throne  of 
dcfpotifm,  they  were  alfo  faid  to  mediate  the  mart)Tdom  of  George 
the  Third,  and  every  Sovereign  in  Europe.     The  firft  they  had  ac- 
coiTipIiflied,  and  put  it  out  of  the  power  of  all  the  allied  powers 
upon  earth  to  remedy  it  \  but  the  latter,  as  he  believed  they  nc\'er 
did  intend,  fo,  if  they  (hould  intend  it,  he  believed  they  never 
would  accomplifti,  becaufe  the  Englifh  Monarchy  was  placed  on  too 
fecure  a  bafis  to  be  fliaken,  the  loyalty  and  afifedions  of  the  people. 
Adminiftration  might  be  difliked,  but  the  ConftituKon  mrzs  beloved 
and  revered.     Minifters,  therefore,  perceiving  every  day  that  they 
were  more  and  more  difliked,  and  aware  that  they  could  not  be  fafe 
if  they  perfifted  in  the  plans  they  had  adopted,  began  to  fortify  th« 
Tower  and  embody  the  militia ;  and  though  the  people  wiflied  to 
preferve  their  Conftitution,  thg  trumpet  of  alarm  was  founded,  its 
ftandard  was  crcdted,  many  reforted  to  it,  and  the  modi  cxpraordi- 
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coalitions  immediately  were  formed.  One  right  honourable 
gentleman,  who  had  often  before  laughed  at  the  kce  and  frippery  taf 
Aliniftcvs,  fuddenly  became  their  admiring  eulogift,  and,  like  all 
converts,  was  one  of  the  moft  zealous  arnl  moft*  eager  to  fupport  their 
oaufe :  fome  of  thofe  who  had  been  moft  in  the  habits  of  exclaimii^  • 
againft  the  confidence  claimed  fo  amply  by  the  Miniftr}%  and  others. 
Peers  as  well  as  Commoners,  who  had  been  moft  aflive  in  condem- 
nation of  all  their  meafures. 

A  learned  gentleman  in  Scotland,  dcfirous  of  making  himfelfcon- 
fpicuous,  followed  the  example  of  one  of  his  learned  brethren  in 
England  j  and  though  the  country  was  in  general  moft  lopUy  and 
peacefully  difpofed,  terrified  it  with  the  outcry  of  fcdition.  Profc- 
cutions,  were  inftituted,  and  the  fentences  and  rigorous  perfeverancc 
fn  their  feverity,  in  its  fulleft  extent,  were  notable  inftances  of  the 
lenity  of  the  Scotch  Court  of  criminal  law,  and  the  candour  and 
temper  of  Britifti  Minifters.  A  noble  Lord,  upon  the  fame  autho- 
lity,  took  poflTeflion  of  the  Great  Seal  of  England,  to  which  he 
would  moft  kindly  have  joined  in  union  that  of  the  fiftcr  country^ 
Another  noble  Lord  had  thought  a  blue  ribband  preferable  to  a  green 
Ode ;  while  an  honourable  Baronet  conceived  a  CommiflTary's  ho- 
nours and  emoluments  at  Toulon,  fuperior  to  any  cordial  and  difin- 
terefted  attachment  to  friends  or  principles.  The  Alien  bill  was  in- 
troduced under  fuch  circumftances  and  at  fuch  a  moment ;  a  bill 
that  had  properly  been  called  the  moft  novel  and  extraordinary  ever 
ofi!ered  to  the  confidcration  of  that  Houfe ;  a  bill,  which,  in  the 
words  of  an  honourable  friend  of  his,  was  in  its  efiefl  a  temporary 
fufpenfion  of  that  birth-rrght  of  Engliftimen,  the  Habeas  Corpus  ^&, 
which  ou^t  never  to  be  fufpendcd,  and  which,  fooner  or  later,  he 
hoped  to  fee  Minifters  reftore*  [Mr.  Thompfon  was  proceedings 
when  feveral  gentlemen  on  the  oppofite  fide  called  him  to  order,] 
By  this  bili  the  fole  authority  became  vefted  in  the  hands  of  the^ 
Executive  Government,  and  the  people  were  told  that  they  were  ta 
truft  to  the  Minifters'  difcretion  and  humanity.  The  difcretion 
and  humanity  of  Minifters  had  been  exemplified,  as  he  had  juft 
ftated,  in  their  treatment  of  Meflrs.  Muir  and  Palmer,  and  tlieir 
refufal  to  liftea  to  a  propofal  to  interfere  mercifully  in  the  cafe  of 
La  Fayette. 

The  right  honourable  Secretary  for  the  Home  Department  had, 
©n  a  former  occafion,  complained  of  his  incapability  to  flifcharge  the 
duties  of  the  various  ftations  he  had  undertaken  ;  for  his  part,  he 
imoft  finccrely  wiihed,  that  any  other  of  his  duties  were  to  be  per- 
formed by  deputy  than  that  annexed  to  this  bill,  under  the  operation 
of  which,  many  Aliens^  ^hofc  refidencc  for  a  long  feries  of  years  in 
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this  country  liad  eflablifhed  an  extenfive  trade  and  peculiar  connec- 
tions, were  ordered  on  the  fudden  to  abandon  all  their  views  in  life, 
to  leave  their  friends,  and  to  depart  the  kingdom  ;  not  upon  con- 
vi£lion  of  guilt,  but  upon  mere  report  and  conje£hire.    Mr.  Thomp- 
fon  lamented  that  an  inilrument  of  fuch  arbitrary  power  and  opprei- 
iion  (hould  be  placed  in  the  hands  of  any  Magifbate.     He  remarked 
that  the  Aliens  who  had  been  ordered  to  quit  the  kingdom  were  not 
the  natives  of  France  only,  but  of  other  countries,  and  were  confc- 
quently  fubje6ted  to  ftill  greater  evils.     Whenever  a  man  formCTly 
breathed  the  air  of  England  he  was  nominated  free,  but  that  axiom 
prevailed  no  longer.     One  truth,  however,  is  ftill  manli^ft,  that 
they  who  have  the  power  of  executing  what  they  pleafe,  \4'Ould  foon 
forget  to  execute  only  what  they  ought*;  in  purfuance  of  the  latter 
principle  Minifters  had  ordered  fome  perfons  to  leave  the  kingdom 
whom  they  ought  not  to  have  driven  away.     And  various  other 
cafes  had  occurred  which  were  repugnant  to  the  principle  on  which 
Parliament  had  pafled  the  bill.      In  all  this,  however,   he  wifhed 
to  be  underftood  as  not  infinuatlng  any  thing  to  the  prejudice  of  the 
Secretary  of  State  (Mr.  Dundas :)  the  truth  was,  that  right  honour- 
able gentleman  had  only  nominally  the  execution  of  the  bill,  the 
whole  of  it  being  unavoidably,  and  almoft  entirely,  left  to  fubordi- 
Bate  perfons,  who  had  frequently  abufed  the  truft  repofed  in  them. 
Thefe  fadls  he  would  undertake  to  prove,  if  the  Houfc  (hould  agree 
to  his  motion,  which  was,  "  That  there  be  laid  before  the  Houfe  a 
**  lift  of  all  foreigners  who  have  been  ordered  to  quit  this  country 
**  under  the  power  of  the  Alien  bill." 

Mr.  Whitbread,  jun.  fccondcd  the  motion. 

Mr.  Secretary  DUNDAS  faid,  that  the  motion  now  before  the 
Houfe  went  the  length  of  afking,  whether  the  Alien  Bill  (hould  or 
(hould  not  be  continued  ?  For  the  principle  of  that  Bill  was  confi- 
dence in  the  Executive  Government  of  this  country,  that  thcjr 
would  not  order  any  foreigner  to  quit  it,  without  having  fome  rca- 
fon  for  it.  If  that  confidence,  which  was  the  foundation  of  the 
Bill,  ought  now  to  be  withdrawn,  there  ought  certainly  to  be  an 
end  of  the  Bill,  and  then  the  motion  would  be  right  cnou^  per- 
haps ;  but  if  it  appeared  to  the  Houfe  that  fiich  confidence  ou^t  to 
be  continued,  he  faw  many  reafons  why  the  lift  now  moved  (or 
(hould  not  be  granted.  It  had  been  faid,  that  the  Bill  in  many 
inftances  had  been  too  rigoroufly  executed.  He  believed  that  if  Ac 
honourable  gentleman  who  brought  this  forward  thought  fo,  he  ia$ 
pretty  nearly,  if  not  altogether,  (ingular  in  that  opinion ;  for  one 
complaint  of  that  fort  he  had  twenty  of  an  oppoiite  nature,  and 
(bting  inftances  of  too  much  lenit}'.     It  was  however  impoffibfe 
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for  him  to  (late  any  particulars  about  the  merits  of  any  cafe  whaN 
ever   under  the  power  of  the  Alien  Bill,  to  affign  any  reafon  for 
fending  any  one  perfon  away  ftoiA  this  country,  becaufe  the  whole 
of  the   power  of  that  Bill  was  given  under  a  confidence  that  the 
power  vould  not  be  improperly  ufed,  and  that  the  circumftances 
wi\i -h  enlled  for  its  cxercife  would  not  be  difclofed.     Another  rea- 
fon appeared  to  him  to  Ik  a  ftit)ng  one  againft  complying  with  this 
inc»tion.     The  lift  would  publifti  to  the  world  at  large  the  names 
of  all  thofe  whom  the  EKecutive  Government  of  this  country  had 
thought  dangerous  perfons  to  live  here.     Now  he  thought  that 
would  be  a  hardlhip  on  fuch  perfons,  and  might  be  the  means  o^x 
rendering  their  fituation  in  other  countries  extremely  difagreeable 
and    perhaps  dangerous.     Why  (hould  we  do  fo?   Was  it  not 
enough  for  us  to  take  fuch  precautions  as  were  neceffary  for  our- 
felvcs,  and  leave  other  ftates  to  purfue  their  own  meafures  as  they 
thought  fit  on  fuch  matters  i   Having  faid  this,  he  declined  fol- 
lowing  the   honourable  gentleman  on    the  other  topics  he  had 
brought  forward. 

Mr.  SHERIDAN  dcfired  the  queftion  might  be  read,  which 
being  done,  he  obfcrvcd  that  the  right  honourable  gentleman  who 
oppofed  the  motion  (whether  he  attended  to  it  or  not,  he  would  not 
pretend  to  fay),  did  not  feem  properly  to  underftand  the  meaning 
pf  it ;  becaufe  he  agreed  to  the  propriety  of  concealing  the  circum- 
fiances  of  each  particular  cafe,  and  of  giving  Minifters  credit  for 
their  motives  iq  adling  under  this  Bill :  fuch  obfervations  would  be 
better  when  the  motion  (hould  be  followed  Up  by  fomething  that 
ihould  call  for  that  fort  of  vindication— the  cafe  was  not  fo  at  pre- 
fent.  He  then  proceeded  to  fhew  that  this  confidence  mentioned 
by  the  Secretary  of  State  might  be  abufcd  by  inferior  officers,  as  he 
had  reafon  indeed  to  think  was  the  cafe,  and  had  waited  on  the 
right  honourable  gentleman,  from  whom  he  had  the  greateft  atten- 
tion and  civility,  as  well  as  redrefs  to  the  obje£b  for  whom  he 
interfered,  and  for  which  he  begged  the  Secretary  of  State  to  accept 
his  perfonal  thanks.  This,  however,  proved  that  abufes  had  taken 
place,  and  may  be  repeated  ;  to  prevent  which,  the  lift  moved  for 
mig^t  have  fomc  efll*6t.  He  could  not  agree  with  the  right  ho- 
nourable gentleman,  that  it  was  improper  to  publifh  the  names  of 
thofc  whom  we  thought  too  fufpicious  in  charaScr  to  remain  with 
us ;  tius  was  paying  a  bad  compliment  to  all  our  allies  (which  by 
the  way  was  nearly  all  Europe)  in  the  war  againft  France ;  but  this 
proved  that  we  had  not  made  tlie  caufe  fo  common  a  caufe  as  was 
once  imagined,  and  he  was  glad  of  it.  The  abufe  of  power  under 
this  6111^  he  muft  again  repeat^  ought  to  be  an  objedl  of  invefli- 
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gation>  that  it  might  be  avoided  in  future.  Some  perioDs  had  been 
ordered  away  as  rufpicious,  v/ho  iiad  on  farther  enquiry  been  fourvi 
fwbjcds  gpod  enough  to  be  naturalized  by  Aft  of  Paiiiameiit ;  he 
did  not  wi(h  this  queftioa  to  be  guftied  to  a  divifion,  but  he  hoped 
the  difcuflion  would  be  followed  by  one  good  efieft,  that  Minifters 
would  be  more  cautious  than  they  Jliave  been,  as  to  the  orders  thcj 
give  for  perfons  to  quit  the  kingdom. 

The  motion  was  then  put  and  negatived. 

Mr.  SHERIDAN,  in  purfuance  of  the  motion  he  gave  on  Fri- 
day, proceeded  to  call  tlie  attention  of  the  Houfe  to  the  fubjed  c*f 
/raifing  troops  in  this  <:Quntry  by  fubfcription.     It  would  not  be  nc- 
ceifary  for  him  to  enter  into  any  arguments  at  prefent  on  the  general 
qxicflion,  iincc  h^  had  learnt,  after  coming  into  the  Houfe  to-day, 
the  right  horK)urable  the  Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer  had  made 
good  ufe  of  the  inter\'al  that  had  elapfed  between  tHe  motion  to  be 
made  to-day,  and  the  nodce  of  making  it.     He  had  benefited  hf 
the  leffon  of  prudence  given  to  him  on  another  occafion  (the  petitbo 
of  Mr.  Palmer),  and  now  he  uncferftood  the  paper  was  to  be  grant- 
ed, and  therefore  nothing  more  need  be  faid|On  that  fubjecl  now; 
and  more  particularly  as  this  matter  muft  be  difcuffed  hereafter. 
But  it  appeared  to  him  proper  to  fay  a  few  words  on  points  which 
arofe  out  of  this  queflion,  ^and  very  materially  conoeftcd  with  it. 
Generally  fpeaking,  any  interference  of  this  fort  was  called  by  Mi- 
pifters  and  their  advocates,  an  improper  interference  with  the  afiiuis 
of  Government.     He  wiihed  to  fee  tlie  kingdom,  as  he  hoped  and 
truded  every  man  in  it  did,  put  into  a  ftate  of  defence  equal  to  the 
^  danger,  and  now  the  more  fo,  if  the  rumour  was  true,  that  vc 
bad  loA  the  aid  of  one  of  the  great  powers  in  die  alliance ;  for  it 
was  now  confidently  ftated,  that  the  great  nionarch  alluded  to,  had 
adtually   withdrawn  himfelf  altogether  from  the  common  caufe 
againft  France.     The  more  fo  ftill,  from  die  abominable  nc^i- 
gence  of  Minifters,  with  regard  to  the  fafety  of  our  coaft ;  for  at 
this  very  moment  there  was  a  party  of  the  enemy  who  had  landed 
on  our  coafi,  and  had  committed  devafiadon  in  Northumberlaixi^ 
He  was  perfuaded,  that  notwithftanding  all  the  oMoquy  caft  on  the 
gentlemen  on  that  fide  of  the  Houfc  by  certain  interefied  perfofw? 
they  would  be  found  to  unite  in  the  moft  earned  defire  of  prefcrv- 
ing  the  iiltereft  of  the  country  as  well,  perhaps  better,  than  thofe 
who  boafted  fo  much  of  their  patriotifin ;  and  who  in  truth  fccroed 
to  recede  from  dut}%  in  proportion  to  their  boafiii^  of  the  niaiuicr 
in  which  they  performed  it.     This  fecmcd  to  be  the  cafe  in  the 
inftance  he  alluded  to ;  for  when  the  enemy  was  plundering  input 
of  Northumberland,  the  Mayor  of  Ncwcaftlc  was  fent  to  for  affiL 
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tance»  the  anfwcr  was,  that  the  force  he  had  was  not  adequate  to 
die  purpofe  for  which  it  was  wanted.     Having  faid  this  to  prove* 
that  Minifters  were  not  remarkably  careful  of  our  coaft,  he  muft  fay 
a  word  or  two  on  the  manner  the)'  had  endeavoured  to  proceed  in 
open  violation  of  the  Conftitution.     He  did  not  mean  to  debate  the 
fubje^  at  lengdi  now,  becaufe  another  day  was  to  be  taken  up  M'ith 
that  difcuffion ;  but  he  would  fay,  "  that  an  application  from  Mi- 
nifters ta  any  body  of  men  for  the  railing  a  voluntary  contribution 
towards  fupporting  any  military  power  in  this  country,  is  wholly 
and  pcrfeAly  illegal  and  unconftitutional."     He  fhould  fay  nothing 
ifbout  precedent  either ;  for  he  believed  there  was  not  any  that 
came  up  to  the  point  now  before  Parliament.  *   There  was  at  this 
moment  a  body  of  men  deliberating  on  the  beft  mode  of  railing  men, 
and  of  paying  them  when  raifcd,  independent  of  the  Parliament  of 
this  country ;  and  this  too  not  merely  in  confequence  of  a  voluntary 
zSi  of  theirs,  but  from  the  exprefs  requifition  of  the  Secretary  of 
State ;  and  this  was  followed  up  by  an  advertifement  in  tlic  public 
papers,  worded  in  a  manner  that  feemed  to  indicate  that  thofe  who 
do  not  join  it,  have  views  that  are  hoftilc  to  the  Confti^ution  of 
the  country.     Of  that  charadlcr,  and  to  that  effeft,  was  the  ad- 
vertifement in  Surry,  defiling  a  meeting  at  Kingfton  on  the  27  th 
of  this  month.     [Here  he  read  the  advertifement.]     He  might, 
and  he  dared  to  fay  (hould  be  told,  that  it  was  not  the  intention  of 
Minifters  to  put  thefe  troops  under  pay,  until  the  plan  of  raifing 
them,  and  the  mode  of  paying  them,  (hall  receive  the  fandlion  of 
Parliament.     But  why  was  Parliament  paflfcd  by  in  this  bufincfs 
in  any  ftage  of  U  ?   Why  did  Minifters  refort  to  Lord  Lieutenants 
and  Grand  Juries,  inftead  of  the  Houfe  of  Commons,  the  only 
place  to  which  they  could  legally  and  conftitutionally  refort  ?    If, 
for  inftance,  he  was  to  go  to  this  Kingfton  meeting,  and  afk  thefe 
gtndemen  what  they  were  about,  they  would  ^nfwer  him,  "  Oh, 
you  are  a  mere  Member  of  the  Houfe  of  Commons,  you  khow  no- 
thing of  this  bufincfs  as  yet ;  when  we  have  fettled  the  whole  of 
die  plan,  it  (hall  be  laid  before  you  by  the  Secretary  of  State ;  he 
will  e3q)lain  what  we  have  determined  upon ;  that  is  the  readieft 
way  of  proceeding."     And  then  the  Minifters  would  have  nothing 
more  than  to  bring  in  a  Bill  of  Indemnity  for  raifing  troops  and 
paying  them  without  the  interference  of  the  Houfe  of  Commons* 
He  (hoold  fay  no  more  now  on  this  fubjc<3 ;  he  (hould  only  move, 
"  That  an  humble  Addrefs  be  prefented  to  his  Majefty,  praying, 
diat  he  will  be  gracioufly  pleafcd  to  give  directions  that  diere  be  laid 
before  this  Houfe  a  copy  of  the  letter  dated  Whitehall,  the  1 4th 
Vol.  XXXVI  L  4  M 
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of  March,  to  the  Lords  Lieutenants  of  fevcral  counties,  together 
with  all  plans  and  other  proceedings  propofed  thereon.'' 
•   Mr-  MARTIN  faid,  that.fome  time  fincc  he  had  mack  up  his 
jnind  never  to  be  furpriicd  at  any  thing  that  ftiould   be  done  bf 
the  prcfcnt  Admlnilh^tion.     After  the  numerous  punifhments  that 
had  been  inflided  on  fevcral  i:i;lividuals  for  avowing  political  oj*- 
nions  ^  after  the  general  fyftem  of  creding  barracks  over  the  kii^- 
dom  ;  after  the  introduftion  of-  f<?reign  troops  without  the  confcnt 
of  Parliament,  this  laft  mcafure  of  railing  a  force  within  the  king- 
dom by  fubfcription,  without  die  confent  of  Parliament,   crowned 
the  whole. 

Mr.  WESTERN  felt  himfclf  under  the  neceffity  of   declaring 
the  convidlion  of  hismind  upon  this  vcr>'  important  fubje6t.     The 
Conftitution  in  its  vital  principle  was  attacked  and  violated,  and  the 
dignity  of  the  Houfe  of  Commons  was  giofsly  infuired  by  the  mca- 
fure now  under  the  coniidcration  of  the  Houfe,  and  for  the  farther 
difcuflion  of  which  the  motion  now  before  them  was  a  material  and 
a  leading  ftep.      For  l^s  part,  he  muft  confefs  his  aftooifhrncnt  was 
excited,  and  his  indignation  roufrd,  when  he  was  told  that  die 
Executive  Government  of  this  free  country  had  nia(Je  apf^icarion 
to  the  Lords  Lieutenants  of  the  counties,  fiating  tP  them,   a  necef- 
fity of  raifing  a  military  force,  of  which  the  .Houfe  of  Commorw 
was  kept  in  profound   ignorance,  of  calling  upon  individuals  to 
open  their  purfcs  to  fiipport  a  militar/  plan,  no  part  of  which  had 
been  fubmittcd  to  their  Rcprefcniativcs  in  Parliament.      Did  the 
Houfe  rcfled  on  what  this  might  lead  to,  if  not  oppofcd  r    Had 
they  forgot,  that  on  the  power  of  raifing  fupplics  depended  their 
very  exiftence  r    Had   they  forgot,  that  the  nature  and  effcnce  of 
Parliament  altogether  was  founded  on  the  power  they  had  of  con- 
certing meafiires  ofFcnfive  and  defcnfive  for  the  fafety  of  .the  counf 
try,  and  their  privilege  to  give  the  Throne  advice  in  fuch  cafes ;  as 
alfo  to  have  the  exclufive  dominion  over  the  raifing  money  for  the 
fupport  of  all  public  plana  whatever  ?    Was  it  to  be  endured  that 
a  Minifter  fhould  tell  the  Houfe  of  Commons,  "  I  ^411  not  ftaic 
to  you  what  I   iniend  to  do  in  times  of  emergency,  I  (hall  fend 
down  my  plan  to  the  Lord  Lieutenants  of  diffrrcnt  counties,  they 
Ihall  recommend  my  fyficm  to  the  Grand  Juries,  and  between  us 
the  bufinefs  Ihall  be  made  up ;  and  at  my  Icifure  I  ftiall  fticw  you 
what  we  have  agreed  upon  ?  This  was  certainly  the  amount  of  what 
the  prefent  plan  might  lead  to,  and  tiien  the  whole  of  the  internal 
defence  of  the  country  would  depend  not  upon  the  Great  Council  of 
the  Nation,  but  upon  the  authority  of  individuals.     If  this  was 
to  be  the  cafe,  was  it  not  obvious  that  the  Houfe  of  Cbrnmons 
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Vrould  be  robbed  of  all  its  authority  r  Could  any  thing  be  more 
plain  than  that  if  the  Executive  Government  could  raife  fupplies  by 
any  means  whatever,  without  any  application  to  the  Houfe  of  Coni- 
xnonsy  there  was  an  end  at  once  of  all  the  rcprefentation  of  the 
peoplcy  fincc  the  reprefentatives  were  ftripped  of  the  only  power 
tliat  made  them  formidable  to  the  Crown,  and  utefiiLto  thie  people? 
The  King  by  fuch  a  pra<5tice  might  raife  an  army  and  maintain  It 
wthout  any  power  from  the  people  to  check  it,  that  army  might 
be  employed  to  the  complete  deftrii6Uon  of  thcii'  liberties,  and  what 
would  the  people  have  to  oppofc  all  this  r  It  was  too  alarming  fb  • 
think  of.     He  might  be  told  that  there  need  be  no  alarm  on  the 
conftitutional  point,  for  that  this  was  only  part  of  a  plan,  that  tKc 
whole  of  the  meafure  (hall  after  this'  be  fubmitted  to  the  Houfe. 
No  man,  in  his  opinion,  could  be  fatisfied  with  fuch  a  promifc 
without  facrificing  the  rights  of  his  conftituents.     There  M'as  no 
attending  to  it  for  an  inftant  without  the  moft  alarming  danger. 
Did  the  Houfe  fee  the  fituation  diey  were  In  ?  Suppofing  they  af- 
•  fentcd  to  this  in  confidence,  what  was  their  fecurity  that  tliey  would 
not  be  diffolved  to-morrow  ?  Had  the  Houfe  the  Icaft  intimation 
that  fuch  a  ftep  as  this  was  intended  to  be  taken  ?*  None  whatever. 
The  whole  of  this  bufincfs  was  exceedingly  alarming,  and  he  la- 
mented that  when  this  application  came  from  the  executive  audio- 
rity  to  various  claffes  of  the  people,  that  they  did  not  return  a  con- 
ftitutional anfwer :  "  Go  to  our  reprefentatives  with  your  plan."— — 
He  gave  an  account  of  the  proceedings  had  before  the  Grand  Jury  • 
in  EiTcx,  where  he  attended,  and  did  all  in  his  pow^r  to  awaken 
them  to  a  fenfe  of  the  danger  to  the  Conftitution';  and  after  die 
matter  was  debated,  the  majority  decided,  not  as  he  could  have 
wifhed,  but,  however,  not  fa  indifcreetly  as  to  approve  altogether 
of  the  meafure ;  they  agreed  on  giving  an  anfwer  in  general  terms, 
without  pledging  themfelves  to  do  any  thing  fpccifically. — He  {houl(i 
trouble  d>e  Houfe  no  ferther ;  he  could  only  fay,  he  never  heard  of 
a  meafure  more  clearly  unconftitutional,  or  more  dangerous  than  the 
prefent. 

Mr.  Chancellor  PITT  faid,  he  (hould  not  detain  the  Houfe  a 
•  fingle  moment,  as  any  difcufTion  or  argument  on  the  principle  of 
this  meafure  would  be  beft  confidered  when  the  Houfe  was  in  pof- 
fcflfion  of  the,  paper.  He  only  wifhed  to  rernind  the  Houfe  of  the 
principle  he  had  dated  before,  and  that  principle  was,  that  volun- 
tary contributions  of  the  fubje6l  for  the  purpofe  of  aflfii^ng  levies, 
thofe  levies  receiving  the  fandKon  of  Parliament,  was  a  meafure 
pcrfcdly  legal,  in  his  opinion,  and  perfedly  confonant  to  the  prac- 
tice, on  repeated  occafionei  on  which  the  zeal  of  the  fubjed  had 
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been  difplayed.  In  the  fecond  place,  that  paper  was  fcnt  fcr  the 
purpofe  of  'digefting  fuch  a  plan  as  fhould  be  thought  beft ;  and 
when  it  was  fo  digcfted,  they  would  then  have  to  confider  what 
was  the  proper  mode  of  giving  it  the  requifite  fandlion.  The  bft 
fpeaker  had  faid,  this  meafure  had  been  adopted  without  any  pre- 
vious communication  or  intimation  to  the  Houfe  diat  fuch  a  mea- 
fure was  in  agitation.  He  begged  leave  to  fay»  that  ftatement  was 
incorreft,  becaufe  when  he  moved  the  bill  for  empowering  His 
Majefty  to  augment  the  Militia,  he  ftated  it  a^  the  fmgle  objefi  to 
which  he  meant  to  confine  himfelf  in  that  bill.  He  ftated  the 
grounds  on  which  he  moved  that  bill,  namely,  the  neccflSty  of  in- 
creafing  the  forces.  And  he  then  alfo  dated,  that  it  was  propofed 
to  adopt  other  meafures,  with  regard  to  which  he  did  not  Aea 
mean  to  enter  into  detail  i  and  befides  he  was  the  more  fuiprifed 
to  hear  it  affirmed  that  there  was  no  previous  intimation  of  it,  as 
fbme  gentlemen  faid  they  would  oppofe  that  or  any  other  meafure 
that  mi^t  be  adopted,  except  merely  tlic  augmenting  the  Militia, 
which  thej'  then  declared  they  would  not  oppofe.  On  this  day,  he 
faid,  eflimates  had  been  laid  before  the  Houfe  of  what  was  necef- 
fary  for  that  plan ;  and  probably  to-morrow  his  honourable  frieixi 
would  have  a  mefTage  from  the  King  relative  to  this  fubjedt. 

Mr.. -FOX  faid,  he  was  prefent  at  the  former  debate,  and  he 
certainly  did  undcrftand  that  other  meafures  were  to  be  taken,  but 
.  he  had  no  conception  that  any  meafures  were  to  be  adopted  that 
had  not  their  origin  in  that*  Houfe.  He  was  glad  no  objection  was 
to  be  made  to  the  produdion  of  the  paper.  At  the  fame  time, 
he  did  not  wifh  to  let  that  opportunity  flip  to  declare  his  opinion  on 
the  fubjcdt  to  be  the  fame  with  the  minority  of  that  Houfe,  and 
widi  the  Houfe  of  Lords  in  1778,  on  the  Ulcgality  of  thcfe  fub- 
fcriptions  in  aity  cafe  whatever.  The  whole  defence  on  that  occa- 
fion  was,  that  tliofe  contributions  were  purely  voluntary  and  is/ut 
fide  fpontaneous,  that  there  had -not  been  a  hint  on  the  fubjed  fiom 
the  Crown,  from  any  of  His  Majcfty's  fervants,  and  that  there  was 
nothing  that  could  be  conftrued  into  an  application  in  the  moft  re- 
mote manner.  But  in  this  cafe,  there  had  been  a  dircdl  applicatioa 
from  the  King  s  Secretary  of  State  officially ;  and  it  was  a  masinv 
univerfally  maintained  when  he  wrote  a  letter  of  that  kind,  though 
he  did  not  fay,  I  am  commanded  by  His  Majefty,  &c.  it  did  imply 
a  command,  and  that  he  was  adling  in  obedience  to  fudi  a  com- 
mand. He  was,  therefore,  clearly  to  underftand  that  the  King 
had  fcnt  his  mandate  to  different  parts  of  the  country,  to  afk,  with- 
out the  confcnt  of  Parliament,  who  would,  and  who  would  nor, 
contribute  whai  was  nccefTary  for  the  defence  of  the  country* 
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hoped  they  (hould  foon  have  an  opportunity  of  difcufllng  tlie  bufinefs 

at  length.     There  was  fomething  in  the  advertifcment,  as  if  thofc 

ivho  did  not  chufe  to  obey  the  call  of  the  Lord  Lieutenant  to  thefe 

meetings^  were  not  well  af{e£led  to  the  King  and  his  Government. 

Parliament  was  now  adhially  fitting,  and  the  Reprefentativcs  of  the 

People  of  England  had  come  there  exprefsly  to  confider,  whether 

they  would  or  would  not  comply  with  the  rcqucft  of  His  Majefty ; 

and  yet  His  Majel^,  by  his  Secretary  of  State,  was  now  levying 

money  on  his  fubjefts  without  the  intervention  of  that  Houfe,  v/hen 

the  Conftitution  has  over  and  over  again  declared,  that  money  (hall 

not  be  given  to  the  King  by  the  people  of  England  through  any 

other  channel  than  that  of  the  Reprefentativcs  in  Parliament.     He 

faid,  when  the  paper  was  before  the  Houfe  they  would  be  able  tt> 

axgue  better  upon  it. 

Mr.  FRANCIS  faid,  that  he  was  prefent  at  the  debate  alluded 
to  by  the  Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer,  and  had  lifteued  with  at* 
tention  to  every  word  he  had  faid  on  that  occafion,  concerning  the 
extreme  danger  the  country  was  aftually  in,  and  the  urgent  necefllty 
of  reforting  to  extraordinary  meafures  of  defence,  upon  which  he 
himfelf,  at  that  time,  had  offered  fome  remarks  ;  that  it  was  true 
the  right  honourable  gentleman  had  then  Aated  an  intimation  to  the 
Houfe,  that  it  was  in  the  contemplation  of  Government  to  propofe 
a  very  great  augmentation  of  tlie.  mifitia ;  but'  Mr.  Francis  tock 
upon  him  to  aflcrt,  fix)m  the  moft  clear  and  pofitive  recolletSion, 
in  which  he  was  abfolutcly  fi^re  that  he  could  not  be  miAaken,  that, 
as  to  the  point  now  in  iflue,  viz.  whether  he  had  (bted  an  inten- 
tion of  applying  to  the  bounty  or  loyalty  of  individuals  to  raife  mo- 
ney by  private  contribution  for  die  purpofc  of  raifing  or  paying  the 
militia,  or  for  any  other  objedl  whatfoevcr,  the  right  honourable 
gendeman  had  not  faid  one  word,  or  fuggcftcd  the  moft  diftant  in- 
timation; that,  therefore,  his  anfwcr  to  die  objection  offered  by 
Mr,  Weftem  was  not  in  point,  and  fell  to  the  ground.     That  as 
to  the  furprife  and  aftoniftiment  exprcffed  by  an  honourable  gen- 
tleman near  him  (Mr.  Martin)  at  the  unconftitutional  meafures 
brought  forward  from  day  to  day  by  Mr.  Pitt,  he  had  feen  too 
much  of  that  gentleman's  principles  and  condud  to  be  furprifed  at 
any  attempts  of  that  kind  coming  from  that  quarter.     But  he  con- 
fefled  he  was  furprifed  at  the  manner  in  which  thds  laft  meafure  was 
attempted  to  be  brought  about,  confidering  the  whole  tranfadtion, 
in  its  form,  to  be  as  fuperfluous  and  unnecefTary  as  it  was  illegal 
and  dangerous.     Why  fhould  the  King's  Minifler  rcfort  to  thefe 
irregular  courfes  to  levy  armies  or  raife  money  to  pay  thqm  ?  What 
occafion  had  he  to  pafs  by  the  Houfe  of  Commons  ?  Did  they  ever 
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make  a  difficulty?  Did  they  ever  rcfufe?  Were  they  not  at  all 

times  as  rcA(iy  t<^  grant  as  he  could  be  to  a(k  ?  Was  he  not  furc  ui 

their  fupport  r   Was  it  not  an  aifront  to  the  Houfc  to  queftion  their 

readincls  to  fuppc»rt  Government  in  every  thing  ?  Then  where  was 

the  neceflity  of  applying  for  money  to  any  otlier  perfons  r   \Vk2z  '• 

ufeful  purpofc  was  it  to  anfwer  ?  Yes,  Sir,  it  will  anfwcr  a  purpofe,  | 

which  this  Houfe  ought  to  reprobate  with  fevered  indignation.      In 

the  firft  place,  it  created  a  precedent  againft  die  rights  of  the  Houfe 

of  Commons — tliat  was  fomething.    The  door  was  open — ^the  ri'iht 

honourable  gentleman  had  only  to  knock  and  be  admitted.      Why 

Ihould  he  prefer  going  in  at  the  window  ?  The  firft  would  have  been 

the  courfc  which  an  honeft  man  would  have  purfued — the  other  was 

the  adl  of  a  robber  and  an  aflafiin.     E'Jt  it  did  more — it  enabled 

the  Minifter  to  draw  lines  of  diftincSion,  and  to  fow  jcaloufics  and 

enmities  among  the  people  ;  to  mark  one  man  out  as  a  pcrfim  of 

prodigious  loyalty,  if  he  contributed  ;  the  other  as  difloyal  or  di&f- 

fedtcd,  if  he  rcfufcd.     That  as  to  himfclf,  he  (hould  foon  have  an 

opportunity  of  fliewing  tliat  right  honourable  gentleman  how  little 

he  valued  his  power,  his  abilities,  or  his  artiliccs.     A  meeting  of 

the  gentry  and  other  perfons  of  property  in  the  county  of  Siiny,  was 

advcrtifcd  by  the  Sheriff  to  be  held  at  Kingfton,  on  Thurfday 

next ;  he  was  a  freeholder  of  Surr)%  and  was  determined  to  attend 

that  m-^eting  on  purpofe  to  make  himfclf  that  marked  man  which  the 

meafure  had  in  view,  and  to  diftinguifli  himfclf  to  the  utniod  of 

his  power  by  his  oppofition  to  the  treacherous  and  pernicious  fchcmcs 

of  the  King's  Minifter,  dire^^cd,  as  he  faw  they  were,  to  the  utter 

and  inftant  ruin  of  the  Conftitution. 

Mr.  Chancellor  PITT  fuid,  he  did  not  mean  to  (late  tliat  Ic 
had  given  the  Houfe  any  information  of  a  fubfcription,  but  only  tLt 
fome  mode  was  to  be  adopted  for  railing  a  certain  force. 

Mr^  TAYLOR  explained  what  imprcffion  the  fpecch  of  the 
Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer  made  on  his  mind,  when  the  bill  K>r 
augmenting  the  Militia  was  opened  ;  as  alfo  what  he  faid  himf^f 
on  that  fubjc(Sl.  There  certainly  was  no  intimation  of  any  thing 
like  the  mcafurc  that  followed. 

Sir  JAMES  SANDERSON  faid,  that  he  was  glad  to  find  the 
rigl'it  honourable  gentleman  below  him  (Mr.  Pitt)  liad  given  way 
to  the  motion  of  the  honourable  gentleman,  for  the  production  of 
the  Papers ;  becaufe  he  had  an  old-fafliiuncd  prejudice  about  hinii 
tliatlcd  him  to  believe  that  all  fupplies  of  money  for  public  pur- 
pcfcs  ought  to  originate  in  the  Houl'c  of  Commons  only,  bat  vhen 
the  queftion  came  to  be  debated,  he  fliould  carefully  liften  to  fuch 
arguments"  as  might  be  advanced  in  favour  of  a  contrary  pra<Ricw, 
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and  Ihould  then  vote  as  his  own  judgement  fhould  dire6l  him ;  but, 
in  the  mean  time,  he  did  believe  there  was  a  precedent  before  that 
in  1778,  alluded  by  a  right  honourable  gentleman  (Mr,  Fox) 
-which  would  be  found  of  much  weight,  namely,  one  in  I759« 

Sir  James  Snnderfon  added,  that  at  the  time  when  another  right 
honourable  gentleman  moved  fdr  leave  to  bring  in  a  bill  for  the 
augmentation  of  the  militia,  he  had  touched  on  fomc  other  points 
of  home  defence,  by  way  of  volunteer  corps,  both  of  cavalry  J^nd 
infantiy,  and  which  had  given  occafion  to  an  honourable  member 
to  (late  in  his  place  that,  at  the  affixes  for  Berks,  the  Grand  Jury 
aflTcmblcd  at  Reading  had  voluntarily  fubfcribed  1500  or  17 col. 
for  the  lew  of  th-At  fort  of  force.     He  for  one  was  not  a  little  fur- 
prifed  to  hear  fubfcri prions  treated  that  day  as  fo  novel  and  alarming, 
nwre  cfpecially  as  the  declaration  of  the  honourable  member  which 
he  had  juft  alludcvl  to  did  not  receive  any  obfervation  or  difcuffion, 
at  the  time  it  was  Aade,  from  any  part  of  the  Houfc-     Sir  James 
Sanderfon  therefore  remarked,  that  if  he  had  been  fymmoncd  on 
the  Grand  Jufy  for  the  county  of  Effex  he  fliould  have  felt  no  por- 
tion of  that  furprife  exprcflcd  by  another  honourable  member  (Mr. 
Weftern)  at  the  propofition  brought  forward  at  Chelmsford,  but 
(hould,  on  the  contrary,  have  confidcred  what  had  fallen  from 
the  honourable*  member  for  the  county  of  Berks  as  a  fufBcicnt 
intimation. 

Mr.  VANSITTART  immediately  rofe  to  fay,  that  die  ftatc- 
ment  given  of  his  fpeech  on  the  occafion  alluicd  to,  was  corre£Uy 
given. 

Mr.  Serjeant  ADAIR  faid,  as  the  prefent  time  was  not  the 
proper  ftage  of  debate  on  the  meafure  before  them,  he  (hculd  not 
trouble  the  Houfc.  He  was  of  opinion  that  no  benefit  was  ever 
derived  from  the  difcuffion  of  abftrafl  conftvtutional  qucfiions  ;  his 
intention  in  now  rifing  was,  if  poffible;  to  preclude  the  neceffity  of 
fuch  a  difcuffion.  As  a  bill  was  fhortly  to  he  palfed  for  the  purpofc 
of  increafing  the  Militia,  any  claufe  in  that  bill  empowering  pcrfons 
to  fubfcribe  for  the  purpofcs  thereof,  would  at  once  legalize  the 
meafure,  and  fuperfcde  the  neceffit}'  of  agitating  the  prefent  quef- 
tion.  He  threw  this  out  in  order  to  avoid  an  abftradt  fubjeft, 
which  only  went  to  increifc  precedents,  which  were  afterwards 
brought  forward  to  fupport  meafi^res  very  different  from  thofc  which 
gave  them  birth. 

Mr.  GREY  faid  he  was  always  forry  to  differ  with  the  honour- 
tible  and  learned  gentleman,  and  particularly  on  queftions  which  he 
confidcred  to  be  of  the  grcateft  importance.  In  this  cafe  he  faw 
a  very  ftrong  neceffity  for  difcuflSng  what  the  learned  gendcmah 
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called  the  "  abftra^l  qiieftion,"  and  that  neceffity  arofe  fiom  die 
conduft  which, His  Majcfty's  Miniftcrs  had  followed,   by  firft  doing 
that  which  the  learned  gentleman  allowed  tp  be  illegal,  and  then 
coming  to  what  they  ought  tahave  bqgun  with,  namely,  aikii^  the 
ianition  of  Parliament.     The  neceflity  for  fuch  difcuilions  could 
not  be  made  more-  manifeft,  than  by  amattcntion  to  the  oxidud  of 
Miniftcrs  of  late.     They  had  cteded  barracks,  and  had  landed 
foreign  troops  in  this  country,  in  a  manner  perfeftly  illegal ;  at  the 
fame  time,  fo  far  were  they  from  tliinking  a  bill  of  indcihnity  nccef- 
fary,  that,  after  waiting  to  fee  if  they  would  have  the  modcfty  and 
propriety  to  bring  one  forward,  it  had  been  at  laft  moved  for,  from 
the  fide  of  the  Hbufc  on  which  he  fat,  and  met  with  avowed  oppo- 
fition  from  them  and  their  friends-     In  defiance  <rf  every  attempt 
diat  could  be  made  to  juftify  thefe  meafures  from  precexknts,  he 
could  not  liclp  faying,  that  in  his  mind  they  were  pcrfcdly  ille- 
gal.    When  fo  much  had  been  faid  about  the  internal  defence  of 
the  country,  by  augmenting  the  Militia  and  other  land  forces,  he 
wifhcd  fomc  attention  was  paid  by  the  Admiralty  to  the  mvai 
ftrength,  and  the  protedlion  of  the  maritime  counties  in  this  king- 
.  dom. '  He  adverted  to  letters  received  from  the  Mayor  of  Ncwcaftle, 
flating,  that  three  French  privateers  had  committed  feveral  depre- 
dations on  that  coaft,  had  landed  their  crews,  who  had  carried  off 
the  fhecp  and  cattle  from  two  different  eftates  on  which  dicy  had 
come.     And  all  this  time  that  they  had  the  commqnd  of  that  coaff, 
fuch  was  the  negligence  of  the  Admiralty,  that  there  was  -not  a 
(ingle  (hip  of  war  from  Shields  to  Lcith,  and  fo  no  protcdion  to 
tlie  trade  on  that  coaft.     There  was  one  queftion  which  had  been 
particularly  put  by  fome  honourable  friends  of  his,  and  Kiich  had 
not  yet  received  any  arifvvcr  from  Miniftcrs — it  was  refpwing  a  nj- 
mour  that  prevailed  every  where  f#r  fome  days  paft,  and  ^:as  received 
with  ever}'  appearance  of  truth — He  meant  tliis  plain  queftion, 
Whether  the  King  of  Pruflla  had,  or  had  not,  withdrawn  from  the 
confederacy  of  the  powers  allied  againft  France  ?  and  thus  left  us 
eng-agcd  in  a  deftrudlive  and  expcnfivc  war,  after/taking  from  u$ 
fo  effcntial  a  part  of  the  fupport  he  was  bound  to  giyc.     He  confi- 
dered  the  whole  of  this  queftion  as  requiring,  from  its  importance, 
a  fpcedy  difcuffion  :  in  hopes,  therefore,  that  it  would  foon  come 
before  the  Houfe,  he  would  not  nW  detain  them  longer. 

Sir  M.  W.  RIDLEY  .confirmed  what  had  been  faid  relative  to 
the  landing  of  French  troops  near  Ncwcaftle,  as  it  had  been  com- 
municated to  him  in  U  letter  which  he  read  from  the  Mayor  of  that 
town. 

Mr.  BRANDLING  allowed  that  he  had  received  the  fame  in- 
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formation,  hut  denied  that  anj^  blame  was  to  be  laid  to  the  Admi^ 
ralty.  From  what  had  pafTed  on  2  former  night  he  was  peribaded 
that  the  North  coaft  had  never  been  fo  well  proteded  in  any  former 
Var. 

Mr.  Secretary  DUNDAS  had  heard  of  the  circumftanCe  men- 
tioned by  the  r^t  honourable  gentleman,  but  fstw  no  blame  to  be 
{hnswh  upon  the  Admiralty.  It  was  always  .to  be  expeAed  diat 
the  French  in  time  of  war  would  have  cruifers  upon  die  North 
<5bail,  and  that  tlky  would  be  afTided  by  fmugglers,  which  might 
IikIucc  them  to  land  and  carry  off  a  few  (heep  and  cattle.  Bot 
there  was  no  blame  on  this  account  to.be  given  to  the  Admiralty. 
For  ill  a  former  debate  it  had  been  allowed  that  the  trade  on  that  coaft 
had  never  been  fo  well  proteded  in  time  of  war,  there  having  been 
but  one  (hip  yet  taken ;  and  had  there  been  a  dozen  fhips  of  war  in 
Shields  harbour,  it  might  not  have  prevented  the  accident  which 
had  juft  been  mentioned. 

Mr.  SHERIDAN,  in  rtply,  faid,  that  nothing  which  had  fallen 
fixmn  gentlemen  on  the  other  fide  of  the  Houfe,  or  from  his  learned 
firicnd,  (Mr^  Adair)  could  induce  him  to  r^linquifh  the  difcuflion 
upon  this  fubjed ;  that  it  was  by  no  means  to  be  confidered  an  ab* 
ftnuSl  queflion,  which  had  been  vicioufly  brought  forward  to  agitate 
the  exiftence  of  a  right,  before  fuch  right  had  been  violated ;  but  it 
was  to  reftrain  the  farther  violation  of  a  right,  already  infringed  upon. 
There  was  a  public  meeting  called  for  this  purpofe,  by  the  SherifF 
of  the  County  of  Surry*     He  thought  the  Houfe  ihould  take  fome 
part  in  that  bufinefs*    He  did  not  intend  to  propofe  that  a  deputation 
of  Members  (hould  be  fent  to  aflift  in  their  deliberations,  but  that 
die  Seripant  at  arms  ihould  attend,  and  bring  nly  Lord  Onflow  and 
Mr.  Bowles  to  the  bar  of  the  Houfe^  to  anfwer  for  their  conduA. 
With  regard  to  the  notice  given  by  the  Minifter,  he  was  of  opinion 
that  bcf- had  not  given  any  which  could  be  noticed  in  a  parliamentary 
manner.    The  worthy  Magiftrate,  (Sir  James  Saunderfon^confeflcd 
the  meafure  (hould  have  originated  in  that  Houfe,  yet  in  the  fame 
bieath,  he  faid,  hefliouldhave  confidered  an  account  of  fome  fub- 
fcriptions  at  a  country  meetii^  a  due  notice.     He  adverted  to  the 
Aegledt  of  the  coaft ;  the  right  honourable  gentleman  (Mr.  Dundas) 
had  faid  the  Ftench  mufl  always  have  a  force  in  the  north  feas,  and 
we  muft  be  liable  to  fuch  accidents ;  die  fame  may  be  (kid  of  the 
fouth  coaft ;  but  he  did  not  think  the  port  of  Shields  the  proper  place 
for  ftationiqg  a  force,  but  along  the  coaft  from  Shields  to  Leith. 
tie  did  not  think  the  learned  Serjeant  had  difplayed  his  ufual  difcri- 
minadon  upon  the  prefent  occafion.     He  could  not  anfwer  whether 
fuch  a  claufe  as  he  propofed  wodld  be  brought  forward  ;  and  If^ift 
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fhouldy  it  would  only  operate  as  a  bill  of  indemnity,  and  gendcnicn 
had  already  (hewn  a  ftrong  difGke  to  the  apprehended  dlfgrace  ei  a 
bill  of  indemnity.  But  as  he  tmderflood  there  was  a  meflage  to  be 
delivered  from  His  M ajefty  to-morrow,  and  that  he  fqipored  wtxdd 
be  followed  up  with  an  addrefs ;  (thou^  of  late  every  meffiige  did 
not  require  an  aniwer,  the  communication  being  considered  Aiflicicnr) 
he  would  pn^fe  an  amendment  to  that  addrefs,  upon  whidi  the  lc« 
gality  of  the  oondudl  of  Mtnifters  in  the  prefent  cafe  m^^  be  iiiliy 
tffcuflfed. 

Mr.  Sheridan's  motion  was  then  put  and  casiied  ntm.  cm. 

Tuefday^  2$th  March. 

The  SOLICITOR  GENERAL  moved  for  leave  to  bring  in  a 
bill,  to  explain  and  amend  an  a£l  pafled  in  the  31ft  of  His  prefenc 
Majefty,  entitled,  **  An  a<ft  for  removing  certain  icftriflions  on  Ro- 
man Catholics."  Ordered  to  be  referred  to  a  Committee  of  the 
whole  Hbtife. 

Sir  M.W.  RIDLEY faid,  that  injuitice  to  himfelf,  and  in  confor- 
mity to  the  duty  he  owed  the  Houfe,  he  took  the  earticft  opportunity 
of  eontradiding  the  flatement  he  had  made  on  the  preccdii^  day, 
with  refpe6t  to  the  landing  of  the  crews  of  three  French  vefiek  on 
the  coaft  of  Northumberland,  and  carrying  oflF  cattle  and  other 
things ;  the  whole  he  had  (ince  difeovered  was  Ae  fabrication  of 
fome  Hl-difpofcd  perfon,  who  had  impofed  upon  the  Mayor  of  New- 
caftlc,  and  who  had  written  to  him  upon  the  fubjed :  he  expieifed 
himfelf  happy  in  being  able  to  contradidi  fudi  a  report,  but  hoped 
that  tbofe  who  fo  iirantonly  fporeed  with  die  feelings  of  dieir  ne%h- 
bours,  might  be  difeovered,  and  punifhecl  as  they  deferved. 

Mr.  BRANDLING  faid,  that  he  had  been  impofed  on  in  the 
faftie  manner  with  die  honourable  Baronet. 

Mr.  STEE  YENS  cxpreffed  the  furprife  he  fdt  at  fuch  a  report 
when  he  firil  heard  it,  as  there  was  all  along  that  coaft  a  refpedable 
force,  which  he  ftated  to  the  Houfe. 

Mr.  Secretary  DUNDAS  acquainted  the  Houfe,  diat  he  had  a 
mef&ge  from  His  Majefty  to  this  Houfe,  ligned  by  His  Majefty ;  and 
he  prefented  the  fame  to  the  Houfe,  and  it  was  ^ead  by  Mr.  Speaker, 
and  is  as  followeth,  viz. 

GEORGE     R. 

HIS  Mtgejfy  thinks  it  ffoptr  to  stcjuaint  the  Hwfr^of  Ccrmm^ 
that^  for  the  furpofe  of  more  ^ffeStuatty  guarding  igainft  any  atftmft 
which  may  he  maiey  on  the  part  of  the  enemy ^  to  execute  their  frof^ei 
idk^  ff  itruading  this  kingdom^  His  Majefiy  has  ortkred  a  fatfher 
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€UAgwmifiiotim  of  his  land  forces ^  ihe  efiimate  fir  xjuhich  hi  bos  itreStd 
h^  laid  hefors  the  Hotife.     It  is  al/o  His  Majefty's  intention  to  tah 
mfures  in  order  to  be  aile,,  in  cafe  of  emergency y  to  affemble  fpeedilf 
i^rge  additional  force  in  any  part  of  the  kingdom  where  it  may  become 
wffary  ;  and  His  Majefly  relies  ^  with  confidence ^  on  the  cordial  and 
wffie^ualfupport  of  Parliament ,  and  on  the  zealous  and  fpirited  exertions 
^  his  people  J  in  carrying  into  execution  fuch  mcafures  as  may  be  refuifite 
^     ihe  general  fecurity. 

Ordeicd,  that  His  Majefty's  {aid  moil  gmcious  meflfage  be  taken 
into  ooniideiation  to-monow  morning. 

Mr«  ADAM  £ud,  he  lofe  to  call^the  attention  of  the  Houfe  a 
thiff^  time,  to  a  fubjcd  upon  which  nothing  but  a  deep  ienfe  of  its 
^neat  impoitance  (hould  have  induced  him  again  to  trouble  them. 
He  thought  it  neceflary  to  remind  gentlemen  of  his  havii^  given 
nodce  in  the  laft  fefli(Mi  of  Parliament,  that  he  meant  eariy  in  thb 
ieffion  to  bring  the  matter  before  the  Houfe,  becaufe  that  nodce 
^ims  a  proof  that  he  was  not  influenced  by  fubfequent  events,  bul 
1^  .general  principles,  in  what  he  had  already  done,  and  was  now  to 
do ;  although  thofe  events  had  tended  much  to  confirm  all  his  fi)r- 
jner  impreflions,  and  although  he  fhould  think  himfelf  at  liberty  ip 
.refer  to  them  in  illuftration  of  his  argument.     Taenable  gentlemen 
Co  follow  him  with  more  facility  tiirough  the  detail  of  a  diy  fubjedl, 
he  (hould  firft  dale  the  mode  of  proceeding  which  he  meant  to  pro- 
"  pofe^  and  die  feveral.  heads  which  he  wifhed  to  be  confidercd  under 
that  mo^  of  {Mxx^eedi^g*     His  original  intention  was  to  move  for 
leave  to  bring  in  a  bill  to  amend  the  criminal  law  in  certain  cafes 
fpecified,  and  to  refer  the  motion  in  the  ufual  form  to  a  Comnnttee 
in  Courts  of  Juftice.     He  meant  now  to  take  more  parliamentary 
.ft^;es,  and  to  propoie  that  the  matters  fpecified  in  his  motion  fhouki 
be  referred  to  a  fcledt  Committee  above  (lairs,  reported  upon  to  die 
Houfe,  and  the  report  referred  to  a  Committee  of  Courts  of  Juf- 
tice,  as  the  bails  of  a  bill  to  reform  and  amend,  if  approved  of  by 
diat  Conufnittee.     The  fevoral  heads  to  be  thus  confidercd  were, 
ieafif^-making  according  to  the  Soots  law,  the  nature  of  the  crime, 
and  the  extent  of  the  puni(hment-~-Seditbn»  its  nature  and  punifh- 
ment*— The  propriety  of  giving  an  appeal  from  the  Scots  Criminal 
Cwvts^  not  with  a  view  to  impeach  fbrmer  judgements,  but  to  in- 
quire how  fiur  there  might  be  fit  aground  for  the  Interference  of  the 
.Le^flatore  to  grant  fuch  appeal  in  future — The  expediency  of  grant- 
ing a  new  trial,  when  oror  appeared  upon  the  record,  not  in  mat- 
ter of  law,  but  in  matter  of  h&,  fuch,  for  inilance,  as  re&iiing 
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to  the  defendant  the  benefit  of  a  witne&'s  teftimony  on  the  aUepdoo 
pf  incompetence,  when  that  allegation  was  not  well  foundecf — Ir 
what  manner  petty  juries  were  returned,  and  what  rig^  of  dial- 
lenge  was  allowed  to  the  prifbner.     The  powers  of  the  Lord  Advo- 
cate in  iniiituting  criminal  profecutions  ;  and  immediately "conneA- 
ed  with  this  head,  the  expediency  of  granting  to  the  fubjcd  iq 
Scotland,  the  prote(flion  of  a  Grand  Jury.     To  thefe  he  fiiould  add 
iomc  other  matters,  viz.  the  power  of  the  Criminal  Couits  lo  pu- 
nifh  contempts,  and  the  power  of  inferior  courts  to  tiy  criminal 
cafes,*  and  piinifh  without  the  intervention  of  a  jury.     With  ihc 
laft  of  tliefe,  as  being  perhaps  new  to  t)ie  Houfe,  he  ihould  bc^in, 
Strange  as  it  might  feem,  it  had  been  held,  that  Sheriff's  Couits^ 
and  Courts  of  Juftices  of  the  Peace,  might  try  without  a  Jury,  even 
for  capital  oflenccs.     In  other  criminal  cafes,  fuch  CoiMts  had 
Cually  fo  tried,  and  fentcnced  fometimes  to  fines,  fomctiaies  to 
poral  punifhmcnrs  ;  and  when  their  proceedings  were  brou^  be- 
fore the  Court  of  Jufliciary,  by  a  bill  of  advocation,  the  decision 
upon  them  was  not  fuch  as  to  make  it  clear  in  point  of  law  tiiac  tfade 
inferior  Courts  had  no  fuch  jurifdiiftion.     In  1770,  oncPifcatove 
was  tried  in  this  manner  by  the  SherifPs  Court,  and  fentenccd  to 
punifhment :  the  Superior  Court  decided  that  the  SherifTs  Couit 
had  not  jurifdiftion  in  the  cafe ;  on  which  Maclaurin,  the  reporter, 
pbferves— 'f  This  dccifion  was  much  applauded ;   and  it  is  to  be 
hoped  will  put  an  end  to  fuch  trials,  except  where  they  are  audio- 
rifed  by  fpecial  ftatutes,  of  which  there  are  too  many  on  the  books.** 
From  thefe  cxpreflions  of  a  very  learned  lawyer,  it  was  dear,  that 
he  did  not  think  die  decifion  of  the  Superior  Court  fuffident  to  re- 
move all  future  doubts  upon  the  fubjedl ;  and  the  jurifdi£tion  itfelf 
was  one  that  he  was  fure  he  ihould  not  have  defended  on  its  owi> 
proper  merits.     A  gentleman  of  the  name  of  Dunn  had  been  latei;^ 
punilhed  for  contempt  of  Court,  on  a  charge  of  fpoliation,  in  tear- 
ing out  fome  leaves  from  a  book  intended  to  be  adduced  as  evidenoe 
^on  fome  future  trial.     He  was  ready  to  admit,  that  every  X^ouit 
pught  to  poitefs  the  power  of  punidiing  for  contempt,  when  die 
pontempt  arofe  out  of  any  cafe  pc^nding  before  the  Court  \  but  not  of 
punifhing  as  a  contempt  an  a£t  dorie  at  a  time,  when  nothing  to 
which  that  z&,  had  relation  was  undeif  their  cognisance.     The  a^ 
pf  fpoliation  alledged  againd  Mr.  Dunn,  was  coirimitte^  before  the 
cafe,  on  which  the  book,  from  which  the  leaves  were  torn,  was  to 
be  produced  as  evidence,  came  before  the  Court,  and  even  bcfeve 
^e  precognition,'  on  which  the  libel  or  indictment  was  to  be  founds 
f  d,  had  been  taken  before  the  Sheriff.     He  was  not  informed  wfacr 
her  or  riot  Mr.  Dunn  objeftcd  to  die  jurifdiaion  of  &ej 
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Ibut  for  this  aA  fate  was  mtdy  to  prove  that  Mr.  Dunn  had  been  Im* 

prifimed  as  for  a  contempt,  which  "was  an  exteniion  of  jurifdifHon, 

by  d)e  Court,  which  he  thought  the  Houfe  would  conlider  as  fit  to 

be  inquired  into.     In  England  no  man  could  be  put  upon  his  trial 

till  a    bill  had  been  found  againd  him  by  the  Grand  Jury,  except 

in  cafes  of  information,  .by  the  King's  Attorney  General ;  and  the 

feldom^  the  Attorney  General  h^d  reeourfe  to  this  mode  of  pio* 

ceeding,  the  more  commendable  he  (hould  think  the  pradice.     In 

Scotland  all  the  fun^ons  exercifed  by  Grand  Juries  here,  were 

vefted  in  the  Lord  Advocate.     After  a  precqgnition  taken  before  tfao 

Sheriff,  or  a  Juftice  of  Peace,  the  information,  or  a  copy  of  it^ 

vras  tranfimitted  to  the  Lord  Advocate,  and  with  him  it  rofted  to  dc^ 

jcidc  whether  or  not  it  contained  fufHcient  grounds  for  putting  the 

party  upon  his  trial.     He  did  not  know  wldi  fufiicient  accuracy  to 

ftate  it  to  the  Houfe,  how  thefe  precognitions  were  taken-» whether 

or  not  they  were  taken  with  (hut  doors  \  whether  or  not  the  pai^ 

^ccufed  was  always  placed  in  fuch  a  iituation  as  to  feel  himfclf  a  froo 

sgcnt,  and  all  the  neeeifary  forms  obferved,  to  afford  him  that  pn>» 

te£Hon  lo  which  he  was  intitled— but  this  he  knew, « that  there  was 

nothing  in  the  Scotch  law  to  comp^  the  taking  of  precognitions  iii 

fuch  a  way  as'to  fecure  to  him  thefe  advantages.     A  proviilbn  was 

4nade  by  law,  that  when  the  charge  caipe  before  a  Jury,  the  wimeb 

ftuHild  be  told  that  the  precqgnition  was  deftroyed,  and  could  not  be 

produced  againft  him,  as  an  inducement  to  fpea]c  the  truth  to  the 

Juiy,  whatever  he  might  have  fald  before.     Xhi$.was  evidently 

the  intention,  but  he  feared  the  effedt  did  not  always  oorrefpond ; 

md  therefore  he  thought  the  mode  of  inilituting  criminal  profecu* 

tions,  a  fit  matter  of  parliamentary  inquiry.     He  knew  the  difficult 

ties  that  might  be  oppofed  to  the  Introdu^ion  of  Grand  Juries  into 

^e  Scotch  criminal  law.  Profeflional  men  were  naturally  attached  tD 

the  habits  \ti  which  they  had  been  educated,  and  paflfed  their  lives ; 

and  it  might,  perhaps,  be  faid  that  the  people  thetnfelves  would  be 

unwilling  to  be  called  to  ferve  on  Grand  Juries.     But  if  the  thing 

propofed  was  good  in  itfelf,  this  was  no  ai]gument  againft  it.  Who- 

prer  had  any  knowledge  of  the  people  of  Scotland,  knew  that  there 

could  be  no  want  of  men  among  them  well  qualified  to  ferve  on 

Grand  Juries,  and  there  was  no  reafon  why  fuch  men  fhould  be  ex- 

cufed  from  doing  their  duty  to  the  Public.     No  eftablifhnifbnt  in  die 

Criminal  law  of  England  was  more  beneficial  to  the  rights  and  fecu- 

rity  of  the  fiibjed  th^n  that  of  Qrand  Juries.     The  introdu6tion  of 

|t  into  the  Scots  criminal  law  would  relieve  the  Lord.  Advocate  from 

;i  veiy  arduous  and  very  ungracious  tafk,  and  afford  the  people  a  ie- 

fr^ity  againfl  the  hardihips  and  expence  of  being  brought  fo  Xf^ 
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without  fiifEcient  caufe.  It  would  be  z  rcaj  importuit  piiVikgs 
in  another  pcgnt  of  view^  for  at  prefent  all  profecutions,  whaevg 
mig^t  be  the  pn>fecutori  prdceeded  in  the  vaJmt,  or  with  ffte  000* 
torvence,  of  His  Maje%'s  Advocate:  notbiiig  was. mote  dififiidc 
tfuui  to  obtain  redrefs  for  k  malicious  pnifacution.  No  itiftitiidDii 
was  better  calculated  for  folming  the  charadcr  of  a  people.  Bjral* 
tending  on  Grand  Juries  dwy  became  acquainted  with  the  juri^atH 
dence.of  their  counby,  and  acquired  a  ft^erior  degree  of  aculanfii 
tn  difcuflling  all  the  jMindpIes,  without  the  knowledge  of  wfaidi  no 
people  coiild  king  be  fiee.  The  introduction  of  it  into  SCddaiid 
would  therefixe  be  a  political,  as  well  as  a  judicial  benefit.  The 
prefent  mode  of  conllitudng  petty  juries  was  this.:  for  the  fliire  of 
Edinbui]^,  forty-five  names  were  returned  by  the  Shctiff  to  ths 
Clerk  of  Judiciary  at  Edinbuxgh ;  and  thefe  naikies  muft  be  priittod 
along  with  the  libel,  or  indidment.  In  all  the  xeft  of  Soottandt 
forty-five  names  were  returned  t^  bai^h  of  Aree  fiiiies  forming  a  cir-* 
cuit ;  and  the  whole  lift  was  itdueed  to  forty-iive  by  the  Cktkof 
Jufticiary.  Btit  inftead  of  the  fbrft  fifteen  tfiat  anfitapcd  to  their 
names,  being  fwom>  ahd  to  pds  upon  the  Jviy,  the  names  were 
called  at  pleafure,  whidi  amoiknted  to  a  po^d-  of  fdeAing  any  fif<> 
teen  out  of  th^  forty-five.  This  was  pectdiariy  improper  in  cafei 
ef  mifdemeanor.  In  Ei^Iaofd  mifdcinetnictts  mig^t  be  triad  befoft 
the  Juftices  at  quitter  feffions  \  but  much  the  greater  part  6f  tiicn 
were  tried  at  nifipriusj  aHid  there  ttie  Jury  was  taken  by  ballot^  as 
Girded  by  the  a*^  of  George  IL  aneticelhnt  regulation,  which 
mig^t  be  adopted  2A1  liit  ^odeof  tskiilg  the  July»  becaufe  the  lav 
of  Scotland  allowed  no  <:ludenge  tnit  for  caujfe.  If  in  En^nd  anf 
confmumcation  were  proved  between  fkst  agents  for  the  ptofecudoB 
<md  the  jury,  the  whole  array  might  be  fet  lafide  \  but  it  was  not  b 
In  Scotland.  On  competency  of  evidehce^  to  prove  the  havii^ 
been  accefTary  to  any  fad  charged  as  crinumU  the  ad  of  Pariiament 
clearly  faid,  diat  the  crime  was  to  be  diflanfUy  choigbd  in  the  in- 
xlidtment ;  and  therefore  he  muft  Contend  that  no  evidence  oi^g^  to 
•be  admitted  beycmd  this  in  point  of  time  or  place.  The  difiiiidion 
^between  the  Competency  and  the  credibility  of  a  witnefe  was  weU 
mnderftood  in  Scotland ;  and  if  &e  iritnefs  was  compeMitand  wil^ 
iing  to  anfwer,  histeftimonymuftgotothc  Jury,  liowevcr  he  mig^ 
)>revaricate)  becaufe  prevarication  itfieded  his  cvedSiility  ody^  and 
^that  the  Jury  were  the  proper  ja<^«  But  although  ^dus  was  the 
)aw,  it  was  not  the  pradice  <k  the  Scotch  criminal  ^XTurts  «iid  Ihae- 
fore  the  pradice  ought  to  be  aAiended.  If  (he  teftimooy  of  evoy 
-competent  witnefs  did  not  go  to  the  Juty,  if  the  Court  were  to  deddc 
•Vhat  witnefTes  w<?re  fit  fo  1)^  beUeved  and  what  no^  the  trial  fay 
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jury  would  be  a  mockcty.     Th^  praAiee  of  EngH(h  Cooits  wt$$ 

that  a  witnefs,  althou^  l»  nu^t  prevaTic9te»   iduA  be  heard^ 

and  truth  had  often,  been  drawn  from  fuch  a  witnefs,  to  the  fatis^ 

ikfition  both  of  Court  and  Juiy.     On  the  fubjed  of  granting  a  nev 

trial,  he  had  underftood  the  Lord  Advocate  to  fay,  that  a  new  trial 

eould  not  begranled  in  Scotland  on  any  ground,  and  that  after  verf^ 

di6t  the  pHfoner  could  have  recourfe  only  to  the  qnercy  of  the  Sovct 

reign.     The  rulein  Efigland  was,  that  if  evidence  was  rejeAed  00 

die  trial  which  ought  to  have  been  admitted,  or  evidence  admitted 

diat  oug^t  to  have  been  rejected,  a  new  trial  muft  be  granted  if  the 

v«r^ft  was  fer  the  Crown,  but  not  if  it  was  Icmt  tbe  iubjeA.     The 

reafon  was  as  obvious  as  it  was  humane.     The  competency  of  evi* 

dence  wis  matter  of  law  for  die  decifion  of  the  Judge.     In  deciding 

Upon  it,  judges  mig^t  err ;  and  the  fvbjed  was  not  to  fuffer  by  tfie 

error  of  the  Judgls  if  found  guilty,  nor  to  be  harafTc^  with  repeated 

trials  if  acquitted.     On  die  fubje6i  of  there  being  no  arreft  of 

judgement  allowed,  or  appeal  to  the  I^rds  in  Parliament,  he  fhouU 

only  fiiyat  prefent,  that  in  this  inftance,  and  this  only,  the  Scotch 

law  was  contrary  to  the  whole  tenour  and  pradice  of  the  Engliflb 

law.     He  had  moved  for  corredting  this  anomaly  before  ;  but  ht 

was  perfedly  within  .die  rules  of  4he  Houfe  in  now  propping  it  as 

an  objed  of  inqiury.     The  next  fubjedt  had  been  already  muc^ 

£fcufled.     He  fhould  premife  what  he  had  to  fay  upon  it,  with 

#bferving  that  a  Grand  Jury  had  oxided  in  Scotland,  for  cafes  of 

high  treafon,  (ince  the  beginning  of  this  century.     What  s^plied 

to  tveafbn  was  equally  applicable  to  other  offences,  more  efpeciaUy  tx^ 

fedition.     On  fedition  and  leaiing-making,  as  coupled  and  con* 

founded,  the  dodrines  he  had  lately  heard  were  mod  extraordinary 

and  alarming.     It  had  been  maintained,  that  the  charge  might  be 

laid  generally,  and  the  punifhment  arbitrary,  to  any  extent  ihoif 

of  death.     After  the  arguments  on  a  former  occafion,  it  was  fufEr 

dent  for  him  to  ftate  now,  that  this  authority  was  faid  by  thofc  whf^ 

aflfertsd  it,  to  be  inherent  in  the  Court.     If  fo,  the  Court  poffeiTed. 

a  pcpwer  no  lels  formidable  and  inconiiftent  with  liberty,  thao  tbait 

poflefTed  formerly  by  the  Privy  Council  in  Scotland,  01:  the  Stjvr 

Chamber  in  England*     It  was  a  ppwer  defined  by  no  law,  g^eiv 

ed  by  no  precedent,  but  left  to  the  temper,  character,  or  cs^qp 

of  thofe  who  exercifed  it.     It  was  a  very  true,  though  CQ#mw 

faying,    "  Mi/era  illafervkus  ubi  jus  vagum  et  incerti4m"     T^ 

other  part  rek^  to  leafing-making,  ^s  diftind  from  fediti<xi.    $f 

all  the  inquiries  he  had  made  lince  the  form^  difcufTion,  he  w^ 

more  and  more  confirmed  of  the  difUn£tion  he  had  thcia  aff^^iiml 

between  banilhmetit  and  tranfoortation.     Eveiy  author  who 
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given  z  ddihition  o^  bani(hment|  from  Cicero  to  PtrfRndorffy  Gm- 
tius  and  Vatel,  defined  it  to  be  a  (imple  removal  from  Ac  fodetj 
to  which  a  man  formerly  belonged,  not  tranrportatioii  beyond  (aSf 
or  to  any  particular  fpot.     Thofe  gentleftien  who  mamtained  the 
contrary  opinion  faid,  that  the  contemporaneous  definition  of  the 
word,  as  it  appeared  in  the  ^&  of  Parlbmenti  was  the  dcfinitiai^ 
to  be  preferred.     He  denied  that  there  was  any  inAance  of  irjuifpu* 
tation  applied  to  leaiing-making.     The  bankrupt  ad  of  1 696  gave 
jurifdiftion,  not  to  the  Court  of  Judiciary,  but  to  the  Court  of  Sef-- 
fion.     The  zA  of  1703,  rcfpcdling  leaiing-making,  laid  the  of- 
fence might  be  punifhed  by  fine,  imprifonment,   or  haniihment/ 
The  a£t  of  1 696  faid,  fraudulent  bankrupts  might  be  ftdbjeAed  to 
any  punifhment  (hort  of  death.     The  firft  inftance  of  tianfportation 
under  the  a£t  of  1696,.  was^in  1 74.4^  which  could  nor  be  called  a 
contemporaneous  definition  of  the  Word  bani(hment  in  another  ad ) 
but  was  evidently  the  error  of  Judges  who  Iwd  been  ufed  to  oOD&xmd 
tranfportation  and  banifliment.     In  this  they  did  not  found  tbcir 
judgement  on  any  aft  of  Parliament,  but  on  a  funftion  of  an  udi- 
mitcd  and  undefined  nature,  called  their  mblle  cfficium^^z  fundion 
which  the  Coiart  of  Scflion  fometimes  affumed,  but  which  was  ncvet 
fuppofed  to  belong  to  the  Court  of  Jufticiarj\     The  next  cafe  re- 
lied upon  as  an  cxpofition  of  the  aft  of  1 703  was  that  of  Mr,  Bai-* 
lie,  tried  before  the  Scots  Privy  Council  in  1 704.     If  the  Houfe 
would  agree  to  the  Committee,  he  would  pledge  himfdf  to  prove 
that  no  fuch  cafe  was  to  be  found  in  the  records  of  the  Court  of 
Jufticiary.     An  inveftigation  of  the  Scotch  criminaMaw  had  been 
going  on  for  eiglitecn  months,  previous  to  framing  the  late  indid^ 
ments ;  and  yet,  after  fo  much  refearch,  this  cafe  had  never  been 
thought  of,  at  leaft  never  produced  till  after  the  trials.     How  came 
it  to  be  overlooked,  but  becaufe  it  was  held  inappficable  ?      How 
came  it  to  be  brought  forward,  but  becaufe  every  fOTt  of  defence  was 
felt  to  be  neceflary  r     Let  gentlemen  mark  the  numerous  and  ^xong 
difUnftions  that  fcparated  this  cafe  from  every  odier.     The  trial 
was  before  the  Privy  Council,  of  which  the  Lord  Advocate  was  a 
Member.     He  was  confequently  both  a  profecutor  and  a  Judge* 
TTiere  was  no  Jury  to  decide  on  the  fofis.     The  libel  cfaaiiged  Mr. 
Bailie  with  an  offence  againft  a  great  ofHccr  of  ftatc— widi  leafing* 
making,  with  the  heihous  crime  of  charging  one  man  urith  havii^ 
accufed  another  of  high  trcafon,  &c.  and  concluded,  diat  his  guilt 
ought  to  incur  the  pains  ^of  law,  at  leaft  all  the  pains  of  the  ad  of 
1703.     Hence  it  was  clear  that  the  Privy  Council  did  not  think 
themfclves  refWdted  by  the  a<ft  of  1 703  ;  and  in  fad  tbeir  fentence 
did  not  commute  baniihmcnt  for  tranfportatkm,  but  added  other  pe* 
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halties  riot  mentioned  in  that  aft.  Previous  to  his  trial,  Kin 
Bailie  was  not  admitted  to  bail,  thoUgh  a  gentleman  of  great  property 
and  connexions  very  able  to  find  ball,  which  fhcwcd  that  they  did 
hot  conlider  his  offence  as  bailable.  In  their  fentence  they  pro- 
nounced, "  that  the  faid  David  Bailie  be  infamous ;  that  he  be 
banifhed  forth  of  Scotland  for  ever,  that  he  be  tranfported  to  the 
\Vcft  Indies,  and  that  previous  to  tranfportation  he  b^  fet  oh  the 
pillory."  There  werie  two  things  in  the  fentence,  infamy  arid  the 
pilloiy,  neither  of  which  were  mentioned  in  the  a6l  of  1 7  03.  In 
tevcry  point  of  view  thercforfe,  it  would  be  abfurd  to  rely  on  this  as 
a  cafe  to  exix>uild  the  meaning  of  that  a6l.  By  former  fhtutes  it 
xvas  made  highly  penal  to  bring  a  falfe  charge  againft  a  Member  of 
the  Scqtdh  Privy  Council,  and  on  thcfe  they  probably  adtcd  in  the 
ca/fe  of  Mr.  Bailie.  To  fay  nothing  of  the  nature  of  the  Court 
df  the  Scotch  Privy  Council^  citing  this  cafe  for  the  firft  time, 
ninety  years  after  it  occurred^  was  fufEcient  to  (hew  that  the  cri- 
«iinal  law  of  Scotland  (lands  not  on  proper  grounds.  Why  the 
Scotch  Privy  Council  was  abolifhed  foon  after  the  Union,  might  be 
in  Defoe's  hiftory  of  that  event^  an  authority  which,  whatever 
might  be  Ac  charadler  of  the  man^  was  often  relied  upon.  There 
it  appeared  that  it  was  abolifhed,  becaufe  it  arrogated  powers  which 
fio  man  m^  r^rded  liberty  could  endure ;  and  from  this  Court, 
\rfuch  was  odious  and  deteftable  to  the  laft  hour  of  its  exigence,  was 
a  precedent  to  be  taken  and  converted  irito  law  ?  He  had  now  only  to 
flatc  that,  if  it  were  pdTible,  he  ftiould  wifli  to  fubftitute  the  whole 
cf  the  Englilh  for  the  Scotch  criminal  law.  Sure,  however,  he  was 
that  they  might  be  aflimilated  as  far  as  rcfpeded  State  crimes, 
VriAout  violating  either  the  fpirit  or  the  letter  of  the  union,  and 
Without  injury  to  the  fubjed.  The  trcafon  laws  had  been  aflimi- 
iated,  and  why  not  the  reft  ?  It  was  propofterous  for  men  living 
under  the  fame  allegiance  not  to  be  bound  by  the  fame  law.  To 
(hew  that  what  he  propofed  was  clearly  within  the  power  of  Parlia- 
tnentj  it  was  only  neceffary  to  mention  the  18  th  and  19th  articles 
of  the  Union,  and  the  abolition  of  the  heritable  jurifdicSions.  He 
had  lately  been  prcfent  at  a  trial  where  a  man,  convidted  of  a  con- 
fpiracy>  with  intent  to  excite  fedition,  was  fcntenced  to  twelve  months 
imprifonment.  Nothing  could  be  more  abfurd  than  that  men,  be- 
caufe they  happei^ed  to  live  at  one  end  of  the  iftand  fhould  be  pu- 
ni(hed  with  fourteen  years  tranfportation  for  offences  which,  if  they 
had  lived  at  the  other,  would  have  incurred  only  one  year's  impri- 
fonment.    He  concluded  with  moving— 

"  That  a  Sclcft  Committee  be  appointed  to  confider  of  the  Criminal 
Law  ef  Scotland ;  with  refpedt  to  the  erime  of  Le«iring-makiDg ;  the 
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crime  of  Sedition ;  the  right  of  Appeal  from  the  Sttpreme  Court 
minal  Judicature  ;  the  power  of  Arreting  Judgement,  ^d  tfaer^;lit 
New  Trial ;  the  Law  refpc£ting  the  competency  and  credibility  of  ^ 
ncfles ;  the  Law  rcfpefting  the  Admiffibility  of  evidence  under  the  c' 
of  Art  and  Part ;  the  mode  of  returning  the  common  Jury,  and  of 
fing  from  the  45^  when  returned,  thofe  who  are  to  ferve,  «Qd  the  ^ 
objections  to  Jurymen;  the  propriety  of  introducing  a  Grand  Juiy  t 
find  Bills  of  Indl(^ment ;  the  power  of  Sheriffs  and  other  Magifbatea,  la 
taking  Precognitions,  (t'.  e,  information  for  Trial  and  ComroitmeBt ; ) 
the  power  of  the  Criminal  Courts  in  puniflun|^  Contempts ;  the  ncceffirr 
of  a  Jury  in  all  cafes  ;  Corporal  Puni(hment  m  Courts  of  inferior  Jxmi- 
di£iion ;  and  to  report  refpedting  the  fame,  with  their  opinion  thereopos, 
to  the  Houfe« 


Mr.  Secretary  DUNDAS  conceived  it  his  duty  to  enter  fata 
lemn  proteft  as  a  Reprefentative  of  the  People  of  Scotland^ 
any  alteration  taking  place  in  the  jurifprudcnce  of  that  countiy, 
confequently  againft  the  motion  of  the  horK>urable  and  learned  gen- 

,  tleman ;  nor  could  he  agree  to  dcfboy,  at  one  Uow,  all  thofe  rules 
and  modes  of  procedure  which  were  exprefsly  referved  by  .the  Axti* 
cles  of  Union.  The  learned  gentleman  very  natuially,  fnxn  his 
habits  and  avocations,  might  be  partial  to  the  laws  of  this  countiyy 
and  thinking  thus  well  of  them,  might  as'  naturally  wiih  ta  cam- 
municate  the  fufqpofed  benefits  of  them  as  extenfively  as  poffiUcw 
but  he  begged  to  aiTure  him,  that  fuch  ati  attempt  would  be  com- 
pletely oppolite  to  the  wiflics  of  the  people  of  Scodand.— The  Epg- 
liih  nation  approved  their  laws,  and  the  Scots  were  equally  attached 
to  theirs ;  and  the  learned  gentleman,  if  he  were  to  propofe  fuch  an 
aheration  in  Scotland,  would  be- convinced  of  that  attachment,  fay 
the  neccfHty  he  would  find  of  making  Us  efcape  out  of  die  king* 
dom.  But,  independent  of  the  general  objection  he  had  to  any 
alteration  taking  place,  he  conceived  that  the  learned  gientlcnian 

"  had  urged  no  (ingle  argument  to  induce  him  to  alter  bis  fentiments ; 
he  had  urged  the  alteration  of  one  part,  becaufe  it  was  better  ooa* 
dud^ed  in  England ;  the  adoption  of  another  becaufe  it  was  b  in 
England ;  and  the  rejeftion  of  other  parts  becaufe  diey  were  not  to 
be  found  in  England.  He  admitted  there  (ubfifled  mn^  variatiuns 
between  the  Englifli  and  the  Scotch  laws,  fome  of  whidi  he  m^t 
think,  m  common  with  the  learned  gentleman,  were  preferable  in 
tile  former  than  the  latter  country  ;  fuch,  fur  inftance,  that  in  the 
one  poiitive  punifhmcnts  were  in  general  affixed  to  pofidve  crimen 
-  while  among  the  Scots  a  greater  latitude  and  difcrction  was  indulged 
their  Judges  ;  but  he  affirmed  that  this  very  circumflancc  it  was  dial 
attached  that  people  to  their  laws ;  and  he  was  bold  to  lay,  dot 
there  woyld  be  found  fewer  crimes  to  cxift  among  them,  than  in 
any  other  country  in  Europe,  and  that  jufticc  was  adminifterod 
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among  them  with  a  degree  of  lenity  and  moderation,  owing  to  this 
very  difcretionary  power,  not  clfewhcre  to  be  paralleled  ;  it  would 
therefore  neither  be  wife  nor  prudent  to  alarm  them  with  the  appre* 
henfion  of  change,  which  the  adoption  of  the  propofcd  Committee^ 
^would  inevitably  do.     Looking  at  the  propofed  transfer  of  the  cri« 
minal  code  of  this  country  into  Scotland,  he  would  afk,  What 
would  be  the  natural  cohfequencc  ?  The  addition  of  the  long  train 
of  capital  puniflunents  with  which  our  criminal  law  is  reproached, 
and  for  which  he  conceived  the  Scots  would  be  little  obliged  to  us« 
For   his  part,   firom  the  high  official  fituation   (Lord  Advocate) 
which  he  had  fo  long  filled  in  that  country,  he  might  be  fuppofed 
to  be  well  acquainted  with  the  courfe  of  criminal  juftice  there  ^ 
front!  the  fituation  likewife  which  chance  had  tlirown  him  into  iri 
this  country,  particularly  for  the  two  laft  years,  he  had  opportuni- 
ties of  obferving  the  progrefs  of  tl\c  criminal  laws  here,  and  both 
convinced  him  of  the  error  of  fufFering  ourfelves  to  be  influenced  in 
any  decifion  by  the  rhetoric  rather  than  the  practical  part  of  the 
laws.     For  infiance,  the  lad  report  made  by  the  Recorder  before 
His  Majcfty,  of  capital  convifts,  confided  of  no  Icfs  than  thirteen ; 
of  thefe,  twelve  received  the  royal  mercy,  and  only  one  fell  a  vic-^ 
tim  to  the  offended  laws  of  the  country.     But  fimply  inform  the 
Scots  of  the  number  condemned  to  die  under  the  Englifh  fyfiem^ 
would  they,  can  it  be  fuppofed,  be  obliged  to  us  for  an  extcnfion 
of  laws  to  which  fo  many  appear  to  fall  a  facrifice  ?  Suppofe  we 
were  to  fubfiitute  the  law  of  England  for  that  of  Scotland,  and  tell 
a  Scotchman  he  muft  fuffcr  death  if  he  fieals  a  piece  of  chcefc ;  he 
would  ftare  and  fay,  "  A  piece  of  cheelc  ?"— ."  Yes — becaufe  the 
window  out  of  which  you  ftole  it  was  (hut." — This  he  believed 
would  afionUh  a  Scotchman,  and  he  would  not  thank  the  gentle- 
man who  gave  him  fuch  a  law  ;  and  yet  this  was  the  law  of  Eng- 
land.   But  this  was  only  a  feeming  hardfliip  by  the  law  of  England ; 
for  in  point  of  hSt  this  was  not  inforced  to  its  full  extent.     The 
learned  gentleman  talked  as  if  difcretion,  as  lodged  in  the  hands  of 
Judges,  was  confined  folely  to  Scotland  ;  but  did  he  forget  to  what 
extent  this  power  is  pofiefied  by  the  Judges  of  this  part  of  the  ifland, 
who  in  their  feveral  circuits  were  die  only  organs  through  which 
the  voice  of  mercy  could  be  heard.     It  was  true  that  the  exercife 
'    of  that  royal  prerogative,  the  difpenfation  of  mercy,  was  in  a  great 
degree  guided  by  the  Secretary  of  State ;  but  (he  could  fpeak  for 
himfelf )  he  again  naturally  pinned  his  faith  upon  the  report  of  the 
feveral  Judges,  before  whom  the  various  criminals  had  been  tried, 
and  who,  as  bed  acquainted  with  the  refpedive  cafes,  were  fup* 
pofed  rood  capable  of  difiinguifhing  the  merits  of  thefe  cafes,  and 
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the  circumftances  whi^h  ought  to  influence  the  granting  or  with- 
holding of  mercy  to  the  individuals.     Thus  it  appeared  that  <Uicie- 
tipn  exifted  equally  in  both  countries,  and  varied  only  in  the  inodcs 
of  its  exercife.     It  was  upon  thefe  general  grounds  that  he  reficd 
his  oppofltion  to  the  motion,  without  entering  into  the  details  ad- 
duced by  the  learned  gentleman,  in  fupport  of  his  moticxi  ;  there 
jirere  however  fome  few  of  the  topics  which  he  had  advanced^  upon 
>vhich  he  could  not  forbear  making  fome  fhort  comments.      The 
learned  gentleman  had  quoted  as  a  precedent  for  his  preicnt  cnotkxi, 
the  adoption  into  Scoland  of  the  laws  of  this  country  reipccting 
treafon  ;  but  there  was  a  vaft  difference  between  the  Vko  cafes  ;  that 
ineafure  originated  in  the  Houfe  of  Lords,  where  they  had  the 
jdTiftance  of  the  Judges,  where  great  deliberation  was  had,  and  on 
which  the  approbadpn  of  the  people  of  Scotland  was  firft  obtained. 
He  had  alfo  alluded  to  the  want  of  Grand  Juries,  as  in  this  country. 
It  was  very  true,  that  in  Scotland  they  had  no  fuch  inftitution  ^ 
hut  in  lieu  thereof,  they  poflefTed  a  mode,  by  whidi  ftibllantial 
juftice  was  adminiftered  throughout  the  rcmoteft  parts  of  the  king- 
dom.    In  every  county  there  was  an  officer,  called  the  Shcritx- 
deputc,  who  wa$  chofen  out  of  the  body  of  Advocates.     When 
any  offence  took  pUce  in  his  county,  it  was  the  duty  of  this  officer 
to  repair  to  the  fpot,  and  with  the  alTiftance  of  the  Procurator  Fifcal 
of  the  place,  to  take  depofitions  of  all  the  circumfiances  attending 
the  tranfaSion  ;  thefe  were  afterwards  tranfmitted  to  the  Lord  Ad- 
yopate,  who,  as  tl^e  general  profccutor  for  the  Crown,  determined 
whether  it  was  fuch  a  cafe  a$  required  to  be  farther  profccutcd,  and 
a<^cd  accordingly  ;  now  he  called  upon  any  gentleman  to  ftate  a 

/  fmgle  jnftance,  in  which  that  officer  had  proflitutcd  the  tnift  repofcd 
in  him,  or  adkd  othcrwjfe  than  the  duties  of  his  fladon  required. 
It  was  furprifing  that  the  attention  of  gendcmcn  had  never  before 
been  called  upon,  by  die  number  of  unfortunate,  perfons  who  had 
fuffcred  in  confequencc  of  criminal  profecutions.  Many  a  poor 
fonvidl  had  gone  away  in  former  years,  who  perhaps  had  many  a 
grievous  talc  to  tell — had  a  numerous  family  to  fupport,  and  whofc 
crime  was  no  more  than  what  neceffity  and  want  forced  him  to 
commit.     But  when  a  fct  of  patriots  went  forth  in  open  defiance 

:  of  the  laws  of  the  country,  which  they  were  endeavouring  to  over- 
.  turn,  thefe  foon  found  advocates  in  that  Houfe !  The  things  fo 
much  complained  of  by  honourable  gendcmcn  were  not  a  tenth  of 
what  the  policy  of  the  country  required.  It  was  the 'general  fcli- 
fity  of  diat  country  that  few  crimes  were  committed  there,  and 
that  thefe  were  punifhed  with  lenity.  The  learned  gentleman  iaid, 
it  >vas  ftrange  th^t  thofc  who  lived  under  the  fame  King,  &c.  (bould 
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not  have  the  fame  political  morality ;  but  he  might  as  well  hare 
faid  that  they  ihould  have  the  fame  religious  morality,  and  there- 
fore make  an  attempt  to  take  away  Prefbytery.from  the  people  of 
Scodand.     He  did  not  know  any  thing  of  a  trial  for  a  confpiracy, 
-wrhich  die  learned  gentleman  alluded  to ;  but  when  he  faw  the 
numberlefe  feditious  writings  which  were  now  daily  publifhcd  and 
oirculatedj  at  a  great  expence,  not  by  any  individual,  in  a  fudden 
fit  of  political  phrenzy,  but  by  a  laige  body  of  people,  called  the 
tondon  Correfponding  Society,  who  condufted  their  meafures  ac- 
cording to  a  premeditated,  regular,  and  fyftematio  plan — ^when  he 
few  thefe  writings  difpcrfed  into  every  part  of  the  town  and  coun- 
Cry,  thrown  into  holes  and  corners,  dropped  into  cellars,  and  left 
jon  commons  (for  he  himfelf  found  one  on  Wimbledon  Common) 
r— when  he  beheld  thefe  dangerous  proceedings,  he  was  of  opinion, 
that  the  puniflimcnt  for  mifdcmeanor  at  prefent  was  infufficicnt ; 
and  that,  in  order  to  punifh  them  cffeftually,  it  would  be  abfo- 
iutely  neceflary  to  alter  the  prefent  laws.     That  opinion  he  tool^ 
the  prefent  oppcMtunity  to  ftate,  bccaufe  it  had  been  faid  that  he 
dared  not  attempt  to  propofc  any  alteration  in  the  laws  now  exifting 
^gainft  libels  and  mifdemeanors. 

'  Mr.  Serjeant  ADAIR  in  reply  obferved,  that  the  right  honour- 
able Secretary  had  taken  two  grounds  of  oppofition  to  the  motion  of 
f lis  learned  fViend.  The  firft  of  thefe  was,  that  it  was  contrary  to 
the  Artides  of  the  Union  ;  the  other,  indeed,  was  levelled  not  fo 
much  at  die  motion  itfelf,  as  agairtft  a  fuppofcd  opinion  of  his,  that 
it  would  be  for  the  benefit  of  Scodand  to  aflimilatc  all  the  laws  of 
that  country  to  thofe  of  this.  Now  for  his  part,  he  looked  upon 
the  motion  to  have  a  direft  contrary  tendency  ;  for  it  was  for  a 
Committee  to  confider  whether  any,  and  what,  objedions  did  exift 
in  any  of  the  laws  of  Scotland,  and  if  fuch  (hould  be  found  to  exiff, 
then  to  propofe  what  remedies  fhould.be  applied.  For  his  part,  he 
was  ready  to  fay,  that  with  refpeft  to  the  mode  of  adminiftering  the 
criminal  laws  of  this  country,  it  was  the  mod  admirable  that  could 
be  devifed  by  the  wifdom  of  man,  and  to  which  tlicy  owed  that  de- 
gree of  credit  they  had  fo  defervedly  acquired.  But  with  refpeft  to 
the  fcale  of  crimes  and  punilhmcnts  themfclves,  he  confeffed  he 
•was  not  fo  ready  to  give  them  his  praifc,  nor  to  extend  them  to 
Scotland.  It  never  was  his  dcfign  to  extend  the  laws  themfelvcs  to 
Scotland ;  but  the  mode  of  proceeding  in  criminal  cdcs,  he  thought, 
might  with  advantage  be  adopted.  His  learned  friend  had  not  of- 
fered, nor  would  he  himfelf  wifh  to  adopt  any  Ocp  of  himfelf;  but 
he  conceived  it  would  be  proper  to  go  ftep  by  ftep,  to  enquire  into 
tl^e  fubjedt,  by  ^  Committee.     If  die  allcgadons  of  his  learned 
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friend  Ihould  be  found  well  laid,  then  to  adopt  fuch 
ihould  appear  neceflary ;  if  on  the  contrary  it  (hould  feem  bcft  to 
allow  things  to  fubfift  upon  their  prcfent  footing,  the  matter  ibould 
fo  remain.    The  laft  obfervation  which  fell  from  the  right  honour- 
able Secretary  he  could  not  pafs  over  in  iilence.     He  agreed  with 
him  entirely  in  reprobating  the  licentioufnefe  of  certain  publications, 
and  in  the  necefTity  of  repreffin;^  them ;  but  he  could  not  ice  the 
ncceflity  of  increafing  the  feverity  of  the  law,  already,  accordii^  to 
his  own  account,  teeming  with  fanguinary  feverity.     From  what 
appeared  from  the  late  difcuflions  upon  the  fubjcA,  the  crinies  of 
Sedition  and  Leafing-making  were  (imilar  to  what  we  called  Ltbci 
againft  the  State  among  us.     Before  thofe  debates,  he  had  not  en* 
tircly  made  up  his  mind  on  the  propriety  of  certain  late  punifhments 
inflided  for  thofe  crimes.     Perhaps,  in  ftri<£t  letter  of  law,  they 
were  to  be  juftified  ;  but  if  they  were,  that  was  the  ftrongcft  leaibn 
for  the  vote  he  flit)uld  give  to-night  in  favour  of  the  prefent  motion, 
becaufe  they  proved  the  ncceflity  of  enquiry  into  fuch  la^'s.     How 
then  could  he  concur  in  adopting  the  increafed  feverity  in  our  Eng- 
lifli  law,  piopofed  by  the  right  honourable  Secretary,  when  he  con* 
demned  its  exigence  in  Scotland  ?  He  had  already  ftated  that  the 
Judges  were  armed  with  the  difcretionary  power  of  inflidHng  the 
various  punifhments  of  fine,  pillory,  and  imprifonment;  was  nor 
this  enough  to  fatisfy  the  moft  vindidive  fpirit?  Or  could  we  agree 
to  a  farther  extenfion  of  punifhments  with  any  attention  to  that 
principle  which  pervades  even  our  penal  flatutes,  that  we  (bould 
avoid  extreme  punifhments  ?— By  the  law,  as  it  now  (lands,  there 
cxifled  no  difcretionary  power  to  iniTi£t  tranfportation  for  mifde- 
meanor ;  and  it  would  be  well  worth  while  to  confider,  that  ^ile 
libel  was  certainly  a  crime,  the  punifhment  of  it  was  certainly  liable 
to  abufe.    If  then  tranfportation  were  to  be  added  to  the  prcfent  lift 
of  punifhments,  was  the  only  confidcration  called  for.     Suppofe  an" 
inclination  in  any  Adminiftration  to  ftrctch  the  laws  to  their  utmoll 
bent,  and  to  conftrue  all  oppofition  to  their  meafures  into  the  crime 
of  libel,  was  it  impofTible  that  Judges  might  be  found  to  fupport 
jthem  ?  As  long  as  imprifonment  was  the  punifhment,  the  vidim 
was,  as  it  were,  before  our  eyes ;  he  was  in  the  fituation  to  excite 
pity,  and  to  receive  the  extenfion  of  rojal  mercy.     But  if  Admi- 
niftration could  fend  away  all  who  were  obnoxious  to  them,  the 
individual  was  removed  without  the  fmalleft  chance  for  any  rcdrcfs 
or  mitigation  of  his  fcntence,   however  fevcre,   and  the  door  of 
mercy  completely  barred  againft  him.      For  his  part,  it  was  hard 
to  ftatc  a  cafe  fhort  of  trcafon,  and,  as  fuch,  punifhabk  with  death, 
defcrving  of  fuch  feverity.     Another  argument  againft  the  prindfJe 
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piopofed  by  the  right  honourable  Secretary  was — ^by  the  law  as  it 
now^  ftands,  juries  are  conftituted  judges  of  the  whole  cafe  as  it 
comes  before  them ;  and  it  was  well  known  how  unwilling  they 
were  to  convift  as  matters  now  ftood  ;  it  was  then  worth  while  to 
coniidcr,  whether  that  difinclination  to  expofe  men  to  the  feverities 
of  the  law  might  not  be  rendered  ftill  ftronger,  if  thofe  feverities 
were  to  be  fo  unnecefTarily  extended  beyond  the  bounds  either  of  hu- 
manicy  or  of  prudence.     In  addition  to  the  arguments  adduced  by 
his  learned  friend,  in  fupport  of  the  proportion  for  gping  into  ai 
Committee,  there  were  one  or  two  which  fuggcfted  themfelves,  and 
which  had  great  weight  with  him.     Upon  the  h&  of  the  exiflence 
of  a  power  to  try-  for  what  were  termed  leffer  offences,  without 
Jury,  and  where  the  puniihments  were  very  fevere,  it  happened 
that  he  found  a  cafe  which  put  the  hA  out  of  all  doubt,  as  being 
of  a  later  date  than  that  already  referred  to.     It  was  a  cafe  fo  late 
as  1783:   The  Procurator  Fifcal  againft  Young  and  Wcmyfs. 
Tlus  was  ah  appeal  from  the  SherifFs  Court  to  the  Court  of  Judi- 
ciary, againft  a  convidion  upon  the  ground  of  exceflfive  puni(hment. 
Upon  this  occalion,  the  Judges  of  the  Superior  Court,  although 
upon  fome  other  grounds,  thought  fit  to  reverfe  the  judgement,  apd 
were  unanimous  in  declaring,  that  it  was  competent  to  try  for  leffer 
oflences  without  a  Jury,  and  to  inflidt  arbitrary  puniflimcnt  upon 
convidtion.     If  then  this  be  the  law  of  that  country,  will  any  man 
in  that  Houfe  fay,  that  no  cnquiry^  fhall  take  place  r  Or  are  mem- 
bers fo  indifferent  as  quietly  to  look  on,  and  fee  one-third  of  the 
kingdoni  adlually  deprived  of  tliat  ineftimable  bleffmg,  the  Trial  by 
Jury  ?  Another  point  that  determined  him  in  favour  of  the  motion 
was,  the  acknowledgment  that  there  exifted  no  fuch  thing  as  the 
benefit  of  a  Grand  Jury  in  Scotland.     For  his  part  until  he  heard 
it  that  night,  he  could  not  have  believed  that  fuch  power  could 
have  been  lodged  in  the  hands  of  the  Lord  Advocate,  a  power 
which  ought  not  to  be  lodged  in  any  individual,  however  rcfpcd- 
able ;  although  he  did  not  doubt  but  that  it  was  very  confcientioufly 
cxercifed  by  tlie  prefent  poffcffor. — It  was  true,  that  fomething  like 
it  was  known  in  this  country,  when  His  Majefty's  Attorney-General 
could  'Uirtute  officii  put  any  man  on  his  trial  by  filing  an  infornuition. 
This  was  a  power  which  ought  to  be,  as  in  fad  it  was,  very  fpar- 
ingly  excrcifed ;  but  in  the  perfon  of  the  Lord  Advocate  there  was 
not  only  this  power  of  profecuting,  but  the  ftill  more  dangerous  one 
of  flopping  any  profecution  at  his  own  mere  difcretion.     He  con- 
ceived he  had  but  barely  to  ftate  this  to  an  Englifti  ear,  to  excite 
their  condemnation  of  fuch  powers  being  lodged  in  any  individual. 
Anodier  confideration  which  weighed  ftrongly  with  him,  was  the 
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conftruction  of  Petty  Juties  In  Scotland,     tic  undeHlood  diat  oat 
of  45  returned  in  the  firft  inftance^  1 5  were  chofcn  to  try  the  caujfe, 
not  taken,  as  we  do,  in  regular  order,  but  picked  and  chofcn  as  the 
profecutors  thought  proper  to  felevSl,  and  who  were  to  try  the  caufe, 
unlcfs  challenged,  upon  fufficieht  caufe  fliewn  againft  thcnu     No?r 
he  would  venture  to  affirm,  that  a  Jury  fo  chofcn  in  this  countrr, 
would  be  confidered  as  neither  niot'c  nor  Icfs  than  d  pac^kcd  Juiy-— ^ 
For  fo  fenfible  ^cre  we  of  the  difficulty  of  being  able  to  (hew  jufl 
caufe  of  obje^aion,  though  fuch  might  cxift,  and  yet  fo  conickxis 
were  We  that  a  Jury  (hould  be  uninfluenced,  that  wc  allowed  Ac 
liberty  of  challenging  a  certain  number,  according  to  the  crime  im- 
puted, peremptorily,  and  without  bcirtg  obliged  to  aflign  any  reafoit 
whatever.     If  no  other  ground  could  be  dated,  why  Wc  (hocdd  go 
into  the  enquiry  ^ropofed,  he  (hould  conceive  that  this  otic  hd 
would  fufficicntly  demonftrate  the  ncccflTity  of  it.     The  lafl:  ground 
upon  which  he  defended  the  motion  was,  the  neccffity  there  csiflcd 
of  allowing  Writs  of  Error  in  criminal  cafes  from  thfe  Cotms  of 
Scotland,  as  well  as  the  Courts  in  this  country,  irt  order  that  theif 
prcxrcedings  might  be  capable  of  being  reviewed,  and  zny  errors 
they  might  chance  to  fall  into,  be  corrc<fled.    One  thing  he  thoi^xt 
his  learned  friend  was  wrong  in,  which  was,  his  not  relying  taoi€ 
ftrongly  on  the  Articles  of  the  Union,  as  completely  proving,  both 
in  letter  and  fpirit,  the  propriety  of  afllmilating,  as  far  as  poffible, 
the  laws  of  the  t>^'o  countries  together.     By  the  Eighteenth  Article 
of  the  Union  it  is  flipulated,  '*  That  from  the  time  of  the  Union, 
the  lavs  of  trade,  cuftoms,  &c.  fhould  be  the  lame  in  botli  coun* 
tries."     Thus  dcmonftrating  how  eager  they  were  to  aflimilate  as 
quickly  as  poffible,  it  proceeded  to  ftatc,  "  That  all  other  laws 
fliould  remain  the  fame  as  heretofore,  but  alterable  by  the  Parlia- 
ment of  Great  Britain."     By  tliis  they  evidently  invited  inquiry 
into  tlieir  fyftem,  and  the  adoption  of  that  gradual  ailinulation 
which  circumftances  would  admit.     Upon  all  thefe  grounds  tak^ 
together,  he  was  induced  to  give  his  hearty  fupport  to  the  motion 
of  his  learned  friend* 

The  MASTER  OF  THE  ROLLS  faid,  he  had  heard  the  latter 
part  of  his  honourable  friend's  fpecch  with  furprifc.  He  had  (hewn 
himfelf  to  be  much  attached  to  the  law  of  this  country,  which  he  had 
exercifed  fo  much  to  its  advantage,  as  well*  as  to  his  own  honour. 
He  agreed  in  many  things  with  what  had  been  advanced  by  him, 
and  fhould  be  glad  to  grant  to  the  people  of  Scotland  fome  of  the  hd\ 
parts  of  the  criminal  law  of  England,  if  he  was  fare  they  wifhed  to 
have  it ;  but  he  conceived  they  had  fufficicntly  fhewn,  by  the  AA  of 
Union,  that  they  preferred  the  law  of  Scotland  to  that  of  England. 
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He  tlicMight  no  advaiiCage  whatever  would  accrue  from  granting  at 
writ  o€  error  or  a  new  triaU  and  that  the  only  confequence  would  be 
to  decide  on  the  legality  of  the  fentences,  without  confidering  whe- 
ther proper  evidence  had  been  rejeded  at  the  trial,  or  improper  evi- 
dence admitted,  or  whether  there  had  been  any  miflakcs  in  point  of  . 
lavr.     None  of  thefe  evils  could  be  remedied  by  a  writ  of  error :  and 
therefwey  inftead  of  conndering  thefe  as  our  great  palladium,  he 
con(i<lered  the  fuperintending  power  of  Parliament,  tcgether  with  the 
oondu<ft  of  the  Judges,  who,  when  they  had  any  doubt  about  a  con- 
vitibon^  confiilted  their  fellow  Judges,  as  the  befl  fecurity  for  the 
fives  and  liberties  of  the  people  of  this  country.     Any  doubtful  cri 
miiud  cafe  was  referred  to  the  twelve  Judges,  but  that  was  not  at  all 
in  Ac  nature  of  a  writ  of  error.    He  thought  die  Grand  Jury  of  En- 
gland an  inftitution  fuperior  to  what  prevailed  in  Scotland ;  but  the 
paucity  of  crimes  in  that  country,  was  fuch  as  might  eafily  come 
under  the  infpe6tion  of  the  Lord  Advocate,  which  would  be  iropoff 
fible  in  England.     As  he  faw  no  neceflity'  for  this  fweepirig  Com- 
mittee, who  were  to  inquire  into  more  than  twelve  articles  of  the 
criminal  law  of  Scotland,  for  the  purpofe  of  aflimilating  them  to  the 
law  of  England,  he  fhould  give  his  negative  to  the  motion. 

The  LORD  ADVOCATE  of  Scotland  fald,  he  felt  it  his  duty 
not  to  allow  the  Houfe,  particularly  thofe  who  were  Englifh  Mem- 
bers, to  be  deluded  by  any  imprcflTion  which  the  learned  Serjeant's 
fpecch  might  have  made,  nor  could  he  agree  to  any  part  of  his  ho- 
nourable and  learned  friend's  fpeech  who  made  the  motion.     As  to 
the  learned  Serjeant,  he  feemed  to  be  totally  milinformed  refpedUng 
the  Scotch  law,  of  which  his  arguments  that  night  were  a  fuflicient 
proof.     Before  he  dated  what  the  Scotch  law  fhould  have  been,  he 
ought  to  have  ftated  what  it  aftually  was.    He  denied  that  the  Lord 
Advocate  of  Scotland  had  any  fuch  .powers  as  the  learned  gentleman 
had  ftated  ;  if  fo,  and  that  the  poffeflion  of  thefe  powers  had  been 
or  could  be  produftive  of  fuch  dangerous  confequences,  would  it, 
he  alked,  have  been  left  unnoticed  till  this  night,  in  the  year  1 794? 
The  queftion,  as  far  as  it  had  been  argued,  went  on  two  points  only, 
to  which  he  would,  as  much  aspoflible,  confine  himfelf :  firft,  thft 
fbnnation  of  juries,  and  then,  the  power  of  the  Lord  Advocate. 
He  ftated  tliat  the  Confiables  and  other  inferior  officers  made  a  re-* 
turn  annually  to  the  principal  Magiftrate  at  Edinburgh,  of  fuch  per- 
fons  as  were  to  ierve  as  Jurymen,  which  amounted  to  the  number  of 
fcveral  hundreds ;  then  the  Clerk  of  the  Court  ftruck  from  amorig 
tiiofc  forty-five,  who  were  to  be  on  the  aflize  for  the  trial ;  this  wa$ 
done  without  any  communication  between  the  Clerk  and  the  Couit 
of  Judiciary,  and  without  any,  communicatioa  with  the  Lord  Advo- 
Vol.  XXXVIL  4  P 
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caXCf  wha  vn&  the  profecutor ;  fo  it  became'  nothing  more  than  the 
mere  oflBdal  duty  of  the  Cleiky  as  matter  of  oourfe*     This  lift  oC 
the  forty-five  was  brought  to  the  Lord  Advocate,  and  with  a  lift  of 
the  witnefles  to  be  brought  forward  on  the  trial,  was  added  to  the 
libel  (i.  e.  indidment),  and  given  to  the  perfon  tm  be  tried*  fifiteeiv 
days  before  the  trial  came  on ;  which,  confidering  die  forty-five  tn 
confift  of  perfons  li\'ing  and  known  in  the  neighbourhood,  was  fuffi- 
dent  time  for  the  pannel  to  make  every  obje£tioa  that  m^^  ^PP^^ 
to  Mm  ta  be  necefiary.     When  this  lift  came  into  die  Court,  the 
Lord  Advocate  had  nothing  more  to  do  with  it :  the  Judge  dien  in- 
terfered by  a  veiy  proper  difcretiicmary  power  that  he  poflicfled,  and 
named  the  Jury  that  were  to  try  the  caufe :  aftet  namii^  the  firft 
five,  the  pannel  was  afked  if  he  had  ai^  objedionsy  and  if  he  an- 
fwerpd  in  the  negative,  the  fifteen  wcrr  made  out  rn  the  taanc  man- 
ner :  if  any  objedion»  were  ftated,  the  Court  judged  upon-  the  vali- 
dity of  them  infianterr  but  there  was  no  pra£tice  in  that  Court  thai 
gave  the  pannel  a  right  to  make  frivolous  objedlions,  ov  to  challenge 
the  Jury  or  witneftes  without  eaufe^    In  the  circuits  the  practice  dif- 
fered very  Ihtle  \  the  returiv  was  made  bom  the  dififerent  counties  of 
forty-five  each,  but  the  proper  Officer  of  the  Court,  unwilling  to 
call  fo  many  from  theor  homes,  at  confiderable  diftances,  ftnick 
forty-five  from  the  whole,  and  firom  thefe  the  Court  chofe  fifteenth 
be  the  Jury.     On  the  next  point,  the  power  of  the  Lord  Advocate, 
he  denied  that  it  went  iarther  than  was  neceflary.    He  had  no  power 
but  as  public  profecutor,  to  bring  on  any  trial  at  the  public  expencc; 
he  had,  to  be  (pre,  the  power  of  judging  from  the  precognition  laid  be- 
fore him,  whether  the  trial  ou^ht  to  be  brought  forward  in  that  way 
or  not,  but  he  had  no  power,  as  had  been  imagined,  of  preventing 
profecutions  fvova  taking  place  when  any  private  individual  fofiocd 
in  his  intereft,  or  was  fubftantially  wronged>  farther  than  to  decline 
profecudon  at  the  public  expence  ;  for  if  that  individual  called  upon 
him  to  profccute  for  the  murder  of  a  relation,  or  any  other  arimc, 
he  was  bound  to  give  in  Scotland  his  concourfe  or  concurrence,  and 
the  libel  ran  on  in  his  name.    The  law  of  Scotland  happily  did  not 
admit  of  popular  accufadon.     He  had  heard  af^ed  diat  the  tscaty 
of  Union  held  out  an  invitation  to  Parliament  to  alter  the  crinunal 
law  of  Scotland  when  it  might  feem  expedient,  but  he  contended 
ftrongly  that  there  was  no  power  by  any  conftrudtion  of  that  ad,  tn 
alter  in  any  way  the  criminal  law  of  that  country.     He  thot^t  the 
honourable  gendeman,  who  was  himfelf  a  Scotchman,  had  no  right 
to  have  brought  forward  the  motion  in  the  manner  he  had  done,  nor 
could  he  fuppofe  that  the  honourable  gentleman  could  feel  much  &- 
tis&ftion  from  doing  what  certainly  was  not  wifbed  for  in  that  c«un- 
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-try.       As  to  the  learned  Serjeant,  his  aiguments  had  proceeded  alto- 
gcAer  from  mifinfbnnation.     On  the  point  of  alteiAng  the  Scotch 
law^y    in  criminal  cafes,  at  the  Union,  there  was  fcaicely  a  ftruggle, 
for  the  Englifh  Menfbers,  though  much  greater  in  tiumber,  were  {o 
fatisfied  of  the  juitice  of  that  article  in  the  treaty,  that  th^y  acquiefced 
in   it,  and  Ais  he  confidered  to  te  the  firft  attempt  that  had  been 
made  fince  that  time  to  fet  .aiide  the  criminal  law  of  Scotland  altoge- 
ther, and  to  aflimHate  to  the  Englifti  fyftem  the  laws  of  a  country  as 
independent  as  England  itfelf.     It  had  been  urged,  that  alterations 
-wcane  made  in  the  criminal  law  of  Scotland  with  regard  to  trcafon 
fince  the  Union,  but  it  ought  to  be  recollcdfed  that  the  aft  of  1 708 
"was  made  by  an  exprefs  recommendation  from  the  Throne,  a  fanc- 
tion  which  the  prefent  attempt  had  not  received.    Another  argument 
was  the  abolition  of  the  hereditary  jurifdiftion  in  Scotland  ;  but  this 
originated  in  the  Houfe  of  Lords,  who  hy  their  condudl  as  a  Court 
of  Appeal  in  dvil  eaufes,  had  rendered  themfelves  as  dear  to  that 
eountry  as  they  were  to  their  own.    It  was  by  a  communication  from 
the  Houfe  of  Lords,  under  the  direftion  of  Lord  Hardwicke,  to  the 
Onurt  of  Juiticiaiy  in  Scotland,  that  the  hereditary  jurifdi6Hon  was 
to  have 'been*  aboliihcd,  but  the  Houfe  of  Commons  at  the  time  took 
4jp  the  matter  in  the  tight  of  a  money  bill,  and  it  was  then  brought 
in  a-frefli  in  the  Houfe  of  Commons  by  the  Attorney  and  Solicitor 
Xjeneral,  and  afterwards  pafled.     On  the  fubjeft  of  the  late  trials 
he  contended,  that  in  all  the  cafes  which  had  occurred  in  die  laft 
ei^teen  mon4»,  the  Juries  had  brought  in  their  verdidte  unani^ 
inoufly,  finding  the  pannek  guilty,  and  not  merely  by  a  majority^ 
'which  die  law  of  that  country  admitted  of ;  this  he  thought  was  a 
fufficlent  anfwer  to  all  that  had  been  faid  about  packed  Juries.     He 
concluded  by  declaring  his  decided  oppoiition  to  the  motion. 

Mr.  FOX.  Sir,  I  have  often  been  furprifed  at  the  doArines 
advanced  In  tlus  Houfe :  I  have  often  prepared  myfdf  not  to  be 
aftoniihed  at  any  dcfertion  which  m'^ht  be  made  of  former  princi- 
jdes :  I  have  often  had  my  underAanding  peiplexed  and  conftifed : 
I  never  found  myfelf  fb  much  at  a  lofs  as  on  this  occaiion.  So 
much  amazed  am  l^  that  I  (hould  be  inclined  to  think  that  I  had 
cither  miftaken  what  had 'fallen  from  the  Lord  Advocate,  or  that  I 
was  loft  in  incredible  ftupidity.  That  noble  Lord  commenced,  and 
<!oncludtd,  with  reproaching  my  learned  friend  who  (its  near  me 
(Serjeant  Adair,)  with  ntifquoting  and  miftaking  the  law  of  Scotland ; 
but  after  preparing  to  expofe  his  ignorance,  after  increaiing  our 
anxiety,  he  did  nothing  more  than  repeat,  but  in  a  louder  tone, 
what  had  fallen  from,  and  what  had  been  aflerted  by  both  the  gen- 
tleman who  Ipoke  (b  ably  ^n  fupport  of  this  motion;     I  really,  Sir, 
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fuppofed  that  I  did  not  hear  the  Lord  Advocate,  or  that  I  mifiinder- 
flood  him.  My  learned  friend  faid,  that  from  the  Ibrty.fivc  which 
were  chofen  for  the  Jury,  fifteen  were  ftruck  by  the  Court.  What 
ftatement  can  be  rtiorc  alarming  to  Jufticc,  what  can  be  more  dan- 
gerous to  the  liberty  of  the  prifoner  ?  But  when  tfie  Lord  Advocate 
comes  to  fpeak  on  the  fame  fiibjedy  notwithflanding  his  fuipriic  at 

\  the  ignorance  of  my  learned  friend,  he  ufes  the  very  fan»e  ^i^irds, 
and  fays,  that  after  the  forty-five  were  given  in  to  the  Court,  the 
Judges  felefled  fifteen  ;  not  as  in  England,  by  taking  the  firft  twelve 
that  came,  or  on  fpecial  Juries,  by  ballot,  but  by  feledHng  nuiDber 
one)  two,  or  any  other  numbers  as  beft  fuited  his  purpofc ;  and  the 
manner  in  which  the  firft  lift  was  made  out  by  an  inferior  officer  of 
the  Court,  only  ferved  as  an  additional  aiufc  for  alarm,  bccaufe  it 
tendered  packed  juries  more  eafily  obtained  ;  for  certainly  the  power 
of  the  Judge  to  feled  fiich  as  he  pleafcd  from  the  number,  was 
tantamount  to  a  packed  jury.  If  the  learned  Lord  intended  that 
we  fhould  believe  my  friend  miftated  the  matter,  he  fhould  have 
formed  fome  argument,  either  to  (hew  the  jury  was  not  packed,  cr 
that  there  was  no  danger  of  fuch  an  event  taking  place.  With  rr- 
fpedl  to  the  power  of  the  Lord  Advocate,  he  can  create  profecuttons. 
I  coUedt  from  the  learned  Lord,  that  if  the  guilt  of  any  pcrfon  is 
made  out,  the  Court  will  order  the  profecution  to  be  commenced ; 

•   but  it  is  only  with  refpedt  to  public  crimes,  in  which  the  Lord  Ad- 
vocate may -commence  or  difcontinue  awy  profecution :  But  he  has 
treated  the  argument  of  the  able  mover  with  great  unfaimefs ;  he 
has  faid,  that  my  learned  friend  wifhcs  to  introduce  tfie  whole  of  the 
criminal  law  of  England  into  his  country,  and  on  the  impropriety 
of  this  meafure  he  has  dwelt  for  a  confiderable  time :  he  Ihouid  re- 
coUedV,  that  my  honourable  friend  (Mr.  Adam)  was  not  fpeaking  of 
treafon,  of  felony,  of  larceny,  but  of  public  crimes  againft  the 
State :  and  it  was  only  the  criminal  law  which  related  to  thofe  he 
intended  to  introduce ;  in  that  fcnfe  I  am  certain  the  Houfe  under- 
ftood  him.      Did  he  mean  any  tiling  dfe,  much  as  I  admire  his 
talents,  and  refpcdihis  intention,  I  certainly  could  not  coincide  with 
his  opinion.     In  many  refpedts'I  revere  the  criminal  law  of  En- 
gland ;  but  it  would  be  after  fcrious  refledion,  and  unprejudiced 
confidcration,  that  I  would  confent  to  extend  it,  with  all  its  penal 
ftatutes,  to  any  country ;  becaufe  there  are  fevcral  of  thofe  ftatutcs, 
that  contain  provifions,  pf  which  I  can  by  no  iQeans  approve.    My 
learned  friend  meant  only  to  introduce  the  criminal  law  which  relates 
to  fedition ;  and  in  his.  examination  into  the  law  Of  Scotland,  with 
a  view  to  its  alteration,  he  does  not  aficrt  that  he  would  dangc  it 
generally,  but  particularly,  and  oqly  as  fv  as  relates  to  grand  Juries, 
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leafii^-^makingi  and  other  things  ennmerated  in  Ac  queftion.     It 
is  true  there  are  more  points  than  one  which  he  wi(hes  to  alter  4 
but  they  are  all  individual  points  ;  he  confeqiiently  qannot  have  in 
view  the  introdudiion  of  all  the  criminal  law  of  England. 
»     The  Lord  Advocate  has  fpoken  of  the  z&  of  Union ;  and  he  fays, 
by  this  a<A  we  are  prevented  from  making  any  change  in  Scottifh 
jurifprudence ;  but  he  ought  to  have  recolledled,  that- the  emphatic 
^^rds  of  that  adl  not  only  declare  what  the  law  is,  but  that  the  cri- 
minal law  of  Scotland  may  be  altered  by  the  Parliament  of  Great 
Britain,  when  by  its  wifdom  it  (hould  be  deemed  expedient  and  re- 
q^iifite  for  the  public  good.     He  has  mentioned  the  different  laws 
^hich  fupport  his  aflertion  ;  the  learned  Lord,  however,  fays,  that 
vfe  (hould  not  proceed  to  make  any  alteration,  till  it  came  recom- 
mended from  the  Tlironc,  as  had  been  the  cafe  in  refped  to  the  law 
oftreafon.     Indeed,  Sir,  we  have  heard  fuch  ftrange  things  lately 
advanced  of  our  Conftitution,  we  have  feen  it  receive  fo  many 
wounds,  that  we  are  not  to  be  aftonifhcd  ^t  this  fuggeftion.     Does 
he  mean  that  we  are  to  watt  till  Miniders  come  to  complain  that  the 
prerogative  of  the  Crown  was  exerted  too  ftrenuoufly  againft  the 
privileges  of  the  people,  and  that  they  who  oppofed  their  meafures 
were  punifhed  too  feverely,^and  demand  that  the  law  be  made  more 
lenient  ?  I  cannot  underftand  what  the  learned  Lord  intends  by  this 
idleaflertion,  which  means  nothing  ;  and  that  it  does  mean  nothing, 
is  the  bell  conftrudion  which  can  be  put  on  it.     The  next  cafe  the 
learned  Lord  faid,  had  proceeded  after  a  previous  inquiry  between 
the  Houfe  of  Lords  and  the  Court  of  Jufliciary.    I  have  as  hi^  an 
cfteem  for  the  Houfe  of  Lords,  in  their  judicial  capacity,  as  any 
perfon  can  poflibly  have ;  but  I  cannot  allow  them  any  exclufive 
right  to  kgiilate,  nor  that  any  fuch  alteration  of  the  law  ought  to 
originate  with  them,  for  in  their  l^iflative  capacicy  fro  tanto  the 
Houfe  of  Commons  is  in  every  d^ree  equal.     Indeed  the  learned 
Lord  faW  the  folly  of  that  argument,  for  he  was  obliged  to  own  that 
the  bill  was  rcjcded  in  the  firft  inftancc,  and  cime  from  the  Com- 
mons at  lad :  but  then  he  faid  it  was  canied  through  by  the  Attor- 
ney and  Solicitor  General ;  this  might  appear  to  the  learned  Lord 
very  proper ;  but  I  truft  we  have  not  yet  forgotten  all  forts  of  equality 
fo  much  as  to  fan£tion  a  meafure  bccaufe  it  comes  from  this  or  that 
Lord  in  one  Houfe,  or  froin  die  Attorney  and  Solicitor  Genend,  or 
any  Member  in  die  other.     We  all  have  the  fame  trud  repofed  in 
118  by  our  confiituents,  and  our  duty  being  the  fame,  fo  is  thedegree 
ofxefped  to  be  paid  to  us.     This  queftion,  I  contend,  (hould  be 
treated  as  a  practical  one.     But,  Sir,  there  maybe  fome  Members 
in  this  Hou(^>  and  I  have  reafon  to  think  there  arci  who  have  not 
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been  prefcnt  dunng  the  late  difcuffions ;  tliere  may  lie  fbrnc,  wfai\ 
attending  curforily,  and  who  hearing  the  debate  on  Muir  and  Ps^ 
jner,  and  on  tliis  night,  may  conclude  that  the  proceedings  adoptel 
with  refpe£t  to  thefc  gentlemen  were  legal;  but  I  ifaall  peiikl  in 
'Contending'  that  this  was  by  no  means  the  cafe.     Thcfe  ape  die  firft 
punifhments  inflifted  on  fuch  crimes.     It  is  tnie,  Ihcf  aigue  oa 
the  other  fide,  that  they  are  legal.    They  argue  &x>m  analogy ;  dicy 
admit  (for  obliged  tliey  are  to  do  fo,)  that  in  the  i6m  centuiy  dd 
fuch  punifhments  were  inflitted  on  conviftion  of  fuch  ofiences ; 
they  can  confcquently  find  no  precedents  to  bear  them  out  on  tim 
occafion ;  in  point  of  hiftory,  no  fuch  punifliment  is  awvdcd.     In 
vain  they  fearched  ;  no  indufhy,  no  trouble  was  fpared.      Ccrtunly 
the  Lord  Advocate  would  be  happy  to  avail  himfelf  of  it,  cooU 
any  precedent  be  found ;  but,  Sir,  a  right  honourable  gentlcinaa 
(Mr.  Dundas)  aflferts,  that  they  enjoy  pradical  happinefs  in  Soot- 
hnd.     When  did  they  attain  this  defirable  fituation  ?  Let  Mm  d&- 
fine  the  date,  and  name  tlie  period.     Was  it  under  the  roff^  of 
Mary,  or  the  two  firft  Stuarts  ?  Was  it  at  the  ufuon  of  the  two 
Crowns,  in  the  reign  of  Charles  the  Second,  or  his  brother  James? 
If  any  there  has  been,  any  peri'xi  at  which  hapjnnefs  has  been  en- 
joyed in  that  country,  it  muft  be  fince  the  Union  or  Revolution :  bat 
thefe  crimes  were  never,  punifhed  with  fuch  dreadful  fevcrity  till 
within  thefe  eighteen  months ;  and  no  precedent  can  warrant  dat 
feveritj'^,  except  the  infamous  and  abominable  precedent  of  1 704* 
He  fays  he  likes  the  criminal  law  of  England,  but  that  of  Scotland 
better ;  he  will  not  dierefore  confent  to  alter  it :  and  he  douto 
whether  it  can  be  altered.     Was  it  not  altered  by  Pariiamcnt  fincc 
the  Union?  Did  we  not  change  it  with  refpectto  trealbnin  1708? 
yet  in  the  reign  of  Anne,  when  we  did  change  it,  we  were  not  con- 
fidcrcd  guilty  of  a  breach  of  faith.    But  does  not  evcrj'  circumilznce 
of  the  late  proceedings  dictate  the  propriety,  nay  more,  dieneceflitr, 
of  going  into  an  inquiry?  What  was  Advanced  by  one  oPthc  Judges 
of  the  Court  of  Jufticiary  on  a  late  occafion  ?  "  New  crimes  ((aid 
the  Judge)  arife  from  the  new  ftate  of  things ;  and  Courts,  not  he- 
giilatures,  are  to  find  new  and  adequate  j)unifhments."     From  tfcc 
time  of  the  Union  down  to  the  prefent,  no  fuch  punifhment'is  feund. 
The  circumftanccs  of  the  country  are  new ;  the  Lord  Advocate  is 
puzzled  ;  he  finds  no  precedent  for  a  century ;  he  looks  fbr  the  law. 
Where  docs  he  endeavour  to  find  it  ?  Not  fubfequently  to  the  Union ; 
no,  but  beyond  the  union  of  the  two  Crovms ;  and  not  finding  it 
any  where,  he  has  recourfc  to  ingenuity ;  he  reafons  from  anatqgjTi 
and  finds  he  may  tranfport  thefe  culprits  to  Botany  Bay.     Thii  is  a 
Rt'w  cafe,  for  which  there  is  no  punifbment  prefcribed  by  ftatute  | 
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no  precedent  to  fupport  it;  nothing  which  can  warrant  it,  butai> 
asguinent  from  analogy.  For  my  part,  I  think  the  new  method 
of  punifhment  in  Scotland  as  dangerous  as  the  old  method  in  En- 
g^land  IS  adequate*  *'  What  then  is  it  we  fay  to  you  ?  we  live  in  a 
^^  country  not  totally  exempt  firom  the  crime  c^  feditiony  though  we 
^  allow  there  never  was  lefs  of  it  than  fince  the  accefllon  of  the 
^*  Houfe  of  Hanover  ;  we,  who  are  well  acquainted  with  the  crime, 
*'  are  able  to  judge  what  is  the  punilhment  fuited  to  the  offence  i 
we  know  that  in  point  of  fad,  the  punifhment  inf}i<5^ed  in  this 
country  isfo  adequate,  that  fedition  was  never  lefs  complained  of. 
•*  Wc  have  pra£tice  in  our  favour :  you  are  totally  igmxant  of  the 
'*  crime,  and  equally  ignorant  of  the  punifhment  fuited  to  the  crime; 
^'  you  may  have  had  more  confufion  in  your  country  for  the  lafl 
"  century  than  we ;  but  we  think  a  few  libels,  and  one  or  two 
'^  mobs>  belter  dian  two  rebellions :  this  crime  to  you  is  new,  to 
^  us  it  is  old ;  we  tell  you  your  new  ren\edy  is  dangerous ;  our  old 
*•  one  wc  find  adequate ;  we  therefore  wifh  to  recommend  it," 

But  whilfl  we  are  kindly  interfering,  whilft  we  are  offering  our 

friendly  advice,  wc  are  told  that  we  are  fpeculatifts,  that  we  are  no 

judges,  and  incapable  of  didating  what  ought  to  be  yourcondudl. 

When,  we  offer  part  of  the  criminal  law  of  England,  and  tell  you 

that  impriffMiment  is  the  punifhment  fuited  to  the  offence,  you  return 

few  anfwer,  that  imprifonment  fw  many  yeafs  is  worfe  than  tranf- 

portation.    This,  Sir,  I  deny.    Imprifonment  cannot  be  compared 

with  tranfportation  for  fourteen  or  even  feven  years..     But  what  is 

the  cafe  in  this  country  ?  The  punifhment  in  few  cafes  of  libel  has 

exceeded  two  years ;  the  longeft  I  ever  heard  was  five  years  :    and, 

that.  Sir,  give  me  leave  to  fay,  was  not  a  proceeding  which  re- 

fieSed  the  highefl  honout  on  the  country  (Lord  George  Gordon  s 

imprifonment.)    But  for  a  mifdemeanor,    I  know  a  lingle  inftance 

of  feven  years  imprifonment  having  been  kifiidted.     Docs  any  one 

think  feven  years  imprifonment  is  equal  to  the  c^cnce  of  fedition? 

Indeed,  Sir,  when  I  heard  of  this  fevere  punifhment  being  inflidcd 

on  a  man  in  this  coimtry,  and  when  I  faw  it  connc£tcd  witli  the 

name  of  the  Judgje,  for  whom  I  have  a  perfonal  efteem,   (being 

no  other   than  my  learned  friend,   when   Recorder   of  London,) 

I  inquired  what  crime  the  prifoner  could  have  committed  \  but  found 

he  was  convidled  of  an  oflence  little  (hort  of  murder,  and  that  the 

mifdemeanor   was  aggravated  hy  feveral  other  fhocking  offences, 

Suielyi  the  crime  of  fedition  does  not  require  a  greater  punifhment 

than  diat  which  our  ConfHtution  ir^idts  on  thofe  convided  of  the 

mofthriiXMB  offences !  **  The  leariKd  Lord  has  gone  into  clergyable 

offences ;  but,  Sir,  arguing  about  felonies  has  nothing  to  do  with 
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the  prefent  queftion ;  this  Conftituticxi  could  not  have  becA  prcfervcdi 
if  we  did  not  obferve  a  greater  jeaioufy  with  i^ard  to  State  dimet 
than  tiny  other.     I  cannot  fuppoTe  there  will  be  a  defirc  in  Judges 
and  >.'f iniflers  to  prefs  exceflivc  punifhrnent  in  cafes  of  petit  larceny, 
or  other  fmall  offences ;  but  I  can  well  imagine  that  punUhment  may 
be  preifed  againA  thofe  who  oppofe  their  meafures,  or  are  ofanoxidus 
to  their  fchcmes ;  the  jeaioufy  (hould  be  greater  where  we  ha^e  any 
reafon  to  fuppofe  men  high  in  power  may  be  a£hiated  by  improper 
motives.     Treafon  is  the  fame  in  both  countries ;  nor  can  I  fee 
any  fort  of  difference  with  regard  to  fedition ;  it  was  not  nMxe  Local 
than  treafon,  and  was  equally  directed  againfl  the  Kong  of  Great 
Britain,  in  whatever  part  of  the  kingdom  committed ;  the  punifli' 
ment  therefore  ought  to  be  the  fame  on  both  (ides  the  ^wecd. 
But,  Sir,  I  muft  take  notice  of  what  has  fallen  from  a  gentle- 
man relative  to  juries  (the  mafter  of  the  Rolls  \)  I  believe  what  he 
fays  is  not  the  fsi&.     He /ays  Sheriffs  name  twelve  men  to  fit  on 
juries ;  they  do  no  fuch  thing ;  they  chufe  fixty  men,  and  twelve 
are  chofen ;  the  prifoners  having  a  right  to  challenge.      In  this 
countiy  there  is  nothing  like -die  fame  danger  therefore  of  a  jury  s 
being  packed,  as  there  is  in  Scotland.     But  fuppofe  fedition  to  be 
an  Englifh  crime,  and  that  an  EngUfhman  in  Scotland  pubiiih  a  li- 
bel againft  the  Government  of  this  country,  he  muft  by  the  laws  of 
Scotland,  be  tried  by  principles  totally  different  from  Englifh.  How 
abfurd !  An  Englifh  crime  ought  to  be  tried  by  Englifh  laws,  and 
by  Englifh   principles.     I  cbnfefs   I  feel,    Sir,  the  importance  of 
this  queftion  ;  I  feel  the  Houfc  has  the  greateft  intercft  in  the  mo- 
tion made  this  night ;  and  coniidering  the  queftion  in  the  bare  par« 
ticular  view  of  fedidon,  there  is  ample  ground  for  going  into  inquiry : 
We  fhould  know  what  it  is ;  that  we  may  not  comment  upon, 
fpeak  about,  write  of,  or  venture  to  propoib  reforms  in  Scotland. 
If  in  England  I  am  accufed  of  fedition,  it  is  not  the  general  crime 
*  which  is  laid  to  my  charge  ;  there  is  fome  fpecifio  afi  ftatcd :  fup- 
poling  even  the  a£l  I  am  accufed  of  proved,  and  that  I  am  found 
guilty,  if  it  does  not  appear  a  crime  in  the  eyes  of  the  law,  I  fiiU 
fhall  be  relieved ;  but  what  is  tlie  cafe  in  Scotland  ?     The  general 
crime  is  flated  in  the  indiifhnent :  I  have  fcen  the  general  crime  the 
major  propolition  of  the  fyllogifm  in  the  cafe  of  Mr.  Gerald:  But 
the  Lord  Advocate  treats  with  levity  the  idea  of  packing  juries  ;  and 
he  tells  us  with  triumph,  that  in  all  the  late  proceedings  the  juiies 
were  unanimous.     What  docs  this  argument  prove  ?  Nodiing.     It 
k  true  they  may  all  be  unanimous,  but  furely  they  ftill  ml^iU  all 
have  been  colledted  under  the  eye  of  the  ofBccr,  and  dircjflion  ot  the 
Court  \  but,  gcxxi  God,  Sir,  however  I  may  difagree  with  manf 
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my  friends  on  other  topics,  will  they  not  all  agree  with  me  in 
'Tliis  ?     Will  they  not  all  fee  its  danger  in  the  Hime  view  that  I  do  ? 
'Will  they  not  all  coincide  witli  me  in  declaring,    thdt  no  man  is  - 
fafe,   no  man's  liberty  is  fccurc,  if  he  can  be  charged  generally  on 
tJie  crime  of  fcdition  ?      I  am  taking  the  late  proceedings  for  argu'- 
ment's  fake,   to  be  ftricHy  confonant  to  law  ;  though  God  forbid  I 
ihould  ever  be  inclined  to  think  them  fo  ;  yet  is  there  notfomething, 
^viih  refpedi:  to  the  evidence  in  thofe  cafes,  which  calls  for  your  in-  . 
terfcrence  r     You  recoiled^  the  produdlion  of  Anne  Fifch^r^  that 
infamous  witnefs,  that  domeflic  fpy,  whofe  teftimony  I  cannot  re- 
coiled without  fhuddering  at  it ;  yet  fhe,  and  other  fjch  witneflcs, 
vcre  produced  as  to  the  general  charge  of  fcdition.      Do  I  ftand  in 
a  Bridfti  Houfeof  Commons?     Which  of  you  is  fafc,  if  charged 
on  the  general  ground  ?      If  every  a6lion  is  to  be  examined,  if  evi- 
dences from  diiTercnt  quarters  are  to  be  collected  to  prove  different 
charges,  without  any  fpecific  aft  being  ftated  in  the  indidlnient,   I 
appeal  to  every  man  who  hears  me,    is  there  any  liberty  in  the 
country  were  fuch  praftices  are  allowed  ?    Which  of  us  can  be  com- 
fortable in  our  minds,  if  fuch  doctrines  are  countenanced  ?    Let  us 
fet  free  out;  countrymen  in  the  other  part  of  the  ifland.      Let  us  go 
into  the  Committee  ;  and  let  us  both  kgiflatc  and  declare ;  the  peo- 
ple of  Scotland  have  a  right  to  expecl  both  ;  and  I  hope,  when  the 
Houfe  becomes  njore  accurately  acquainted  with  the  proceedings,   I 
fliall  fee  the  fentence  itfclf  condemned,  the   mode   of  conducing 
thofe  trials  cenfurcd,  and  the  produftion    of  that    moft  infamous 
witnefs  Anne  Fifcher  both  reprobated  and  regarded  with  difguft. 
What,  Sir,  is  not  a  man  to  fay  out  of  doors  what  has  been  ad- 
vanced within  the  walls  of  this  Houfe  ?      Is  a  man  to  be  puniflied 
by  tranfportation  for  advancing  political  fcntiments,  which,  if  de- 
clared here,  would  be  taken  no  notice  of?     Has  no  one  in  this 
countr}'  a  right  to  think  or  fpeak  on  political  queftions  but  Members 
of  Parliament  ?.     Indeed,  Sir,    if  general  fcdition  is  allowed  as  a 
charge,  and  fuch  witncfTes  as  Anne  Fifcher  are  produced  to  main-, 
tain  and  fupport  it,  I  can  eafily  conceive  the  danger  of  delivering 
fcntiments  freely  in  any  place.      I  recolloft,  when  I  was  a  boy, 
attending  the  debates  in  the  gallery  of  your  Houfe,  a  fentiment  fell 
from  the  late  Earl  of  Chatham,  which  warmed  my  breaft  with  ad- 
miration i  and  which  did  him  more  honour  in  my  eyes,  than  many 
things  that  have  fince  been  related  of  him.     The  American  war  was 
then  extremely  popular,  and  a  Member  having  aflferted  that  there 
was  a  rebellion  in  America,   "  I  rejoice  (faid  this  great  man)  that 
America  has  refifted  :  I  rejoice  that  (he  has  (hewn  that  fymptom  of 
Briti(h  fpirit  artd  Britifh  blood  in  her  veins ;  and  I  hope  it  will  flow 
Vol.  XXXVII.  4.  Q 
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unimpaired  to  her  dcfcendants,  till  they  have  accompUihcd  all  thcr 
merit."     This  raifed  him  high  in  my  eftimation;    this  fplcndid 
fentiment  he  never  after  denied  ;  for  though  he  left  this  Houfc,  it  is 
well  known  what  he  uniformly  advifed  in  another.     If  he  was  in 
Scotland  at  that  time,  and  if  Miniftcrs  had  an  opportunity  of  pio- 
iccuting  thcfe  words  before  the  Court  of  Jufticiary,    his   lenrencc 
would  have  been  tranfportation :  Or  perhaps  thispunifhmcnt  would 
not  liave  beea  fufficient ;  and  if  one  of  tliofe  Judges  who  lately  prc- 
lidcd,  had  then  the  direction,  the  torture  might  have  been  intro- 
tiiiccd  as  ^lone  adequate.      But,  Sir,  is  not  fedition  the  moft  likdy 
chatgc  that  men  tnay  unjufty  fufFcr,  cfpccially  if  the  fpecific  adl  \c 
not  mentioned ;      I  again  repeat  it,  if  fuch  a  proceeding  is  countc- 
nnnccd,  tliere  is  not  a  fpark  of  Hbert}' ;  and  if  fuch  evidence  is  to  be 
permiticd,  there  is  an  end  to  fccurity  of  liberty  or  life.      But,    Sir, 
hIIo.v  mi  to  fay  a  few  words  in  anfwer  to  a  challenge  thrown  out 
by  a  learned  gentleman  (Mr.  Dundas:}  Docs  he  mean  to  fay  that, 
intruftcd,  as  he  is,  with  a  great  employment  in  this  country,    and 
confequcntly  enabled  to  know  the  extent  and  application  of  the  cri- 
inin.i!  laws  of  Scotland,  that  he  thinks  thofe  laws  inadequate  ?   Why 
then,  Sir,  reflecting  on  his  (ituation,  and  feeing  all  the  tnifts  riiat 
are  rept)fed  in  him,  docs  he  fuffcr  crimes  to  be  inadequately  pu- 
niilicdr      Will  he,  forgetting  his  fituation,  fit  fupinc  and  inacSivc, 
and  leave  them  unpuniflicdr     Or,    will  he  act  the  more  manly 
part,  and  fay,   I  cannot  fit  and  fee  fuch  crimes  punifhcd  in  fo  ina- 
dequate a  manner,  v.  ithout  attempting  to  alter  the  laws  ?      Which 
.will  he  do  ?     Will  he  prefer  the  latter?      If  he  does,  I  give  him 
credit  for  l^is  courage  and  his  confiftency,  abfurd  and  eccentric  as 
the  idea  of  increafing  the  punifhment  is  :   If  he  docs  not  alter  them, 
I  cannot  give  him  credit  for  either  courage  or  confiftency :   If  he  at- 
tempts to  alter  them,  I  then  give  him  credit  for  his  courage  ;  for 
others  have  been  "  very  Jevsrcly'  puniflied  for  lefs  dangerous  at- 
tempts.    If,    Sir,  from  various   things  which  have  happened  in 
anotlier  country,  the  right  honourable  gentleman  thinks  the  name 
of  liberty  unpopular,   I  ihall  conceive' him  to  be  void  of  courage,  if 
he  does  not  flatter  that  power  which  fmiles  on  him ;  and  if  he  docs 
not  enter  into  hoftility  with  general  liberty,  he  will  in  that  cafe  be 
neither  confiftcnt  nor  courageous.     But  this  affertion  of  that  honour- 
able gentleman  of  the  laws  being  inadequate,  is  not  an  aflertion 
which  has  accidentally  efcaped  in  the  warmth  of  debate  ;  it  muft 
have  been  an  expreflion  carefully  confidered,  and  minutely  examin- 
ed ;  it  has  been  ruminated  over  for  four  or  five  days  ;  nor,   Sir,  is 
it  to  be  received  with  indifference  from  that  gentleman ;  his  oflicial 
fituation  makes  every  tlang  which  comes  from  him  gf  corifequencc. 
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The  gentleman  does  not  fay  he  advances  this,  becaufe  he  is  dared 
tro  it :  I  would  neverthelefs  advifc  him  to  beware  how  he  meddles 
•writh  the  liberties  of  Englifhmen.  I  would  advifc  him  to  confidcr 
TTcll  before  he  increafes  punifhment ;  and  I  would  alfo  requeft  him 
to  treat  our  laws  with  fuitable  rcfpedt.  Let  him  not  think  them  in- 
adequate till  he  makes  fome  motion  to  that  purpofe,  and  afcertains 
whether  this  Houfe  thinks  with  him  on  that  point.  For  my  part, 
I  never  found  the  laws  inadequate,  without  moving  an  amendment 
to  thofe  laws  ;  but  I  am  aware,  Sir,  he  may  get  over  fhc  expref- 
fion,  in  one  manner ;  he  may  fav  the  laws  are  inadequate,  hut  the 
danger  and  the  rifk  run  in  changing  them  will  not  compenfatc  for 
the  advantage  that  may  be  derived  from  the  alteration.  But,  Sir, 
I  like  not  thefc  declarations  or  infinu  uions  ;  and  I  am  firmly  fatis- 
fied  that  fomething  ought  immediately  to  be  done  to  corrcft  this 
abufe  of  law  in  Scotland,  and  to  put  an  end  to  the  fpecious  tyranny 
praflifed  under  the  pretext  of  adniiniitering  jufticc  in  that  part  of 
the  kingdom. 

The  ATTORNEY  GENERAL  rofe,  and  obfer\Mng  that  Mr. 
Burke  was  alfo  on  his  legs,  and  that  many  in  the  Houfe  called  upon 
the  right  honourable  gentleman,  faid,  that  it  gave  him  pain  to  do- 
tain  the  Houfe  at  fo  vcr}'  late  an  hour,  and  ftill  more  to  interrupt 
the  right  honourable  Member ;  and  he  begged  that  the  right  ho^ 
nourable  gentleman  and  the  Houfe  would  excHfe  him  for  taking  i  p 
a  little  more  of  their  time,  to  difcufs  a  fuhjed^  in  which  he  was  pre,, 
fcflionally  engaged,  and  had  been  perfonally  alluded  to,  A  righ^-  ho- 
nourable gentleman,  on  a  former  pccafion,  as  well  as  on  that  night, 
had  done  him  the  honour  to  give  to  him  the  credit  of  a  tranfa<Sion 
which  he  could  by  no  means  think  of  ever  tacitly  affuming  to  him- 
feif,  but  g- vc  it  to  thofe  to  whom  it  belonged  ;  he  meant,  the  treat- 
ment of  Mr.  Winterbottom,  which  was,  infadl,  the  voluntary  adl 
of  the  Court,  who,  the  day  before  he  interfered  at  all,  had  cx- 
prcllerf  a  wifh  and  an  intention  not  to  fend  a  gentleman  to  the 
fame  prifon.  with  felons  and  vagabonds.  He  difclaimed,  there-" 
fore,  all  Oiher  merit  in  the  tranfaSion,  tlian  feeing  that  the  judge- 
ment of  the  Court  was  executed.  The  right  honourable  gentle- 
man who  preceded  him  had  faid,  that  he  difapprovcd  of  the  pu- 
nifhments  inflifled  on  the  profecution  of  fome  offenders  lately,  con- 
fidering  them  to  be  altogether  unprecedented.  In  anfwer  to  this, 
he  would  fay,  that  if  the  punifliment  was  unprecedented^  the  offences 
were  novel,  and  required  an  extraordinary  remedy.  They  were 
the  offences  ot  perfons  adling  by  fyftem,  in  combinations  and  be* 
dies,  for  the  avowe J  [  urpofe  of  fubverting  the  eftablifhed  Govern- 
ment J  and  to  that  end,  publifliing  libels  of  a  kind  never  b^fo?i 
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feen  or  heard  of :     And  fo  well  convinced  was  he  of  the  truth  of 
the  fadl  he  was  about  to  (late,  that  he  would  (hike  his  reputation 
upon  it,  that,  on  a  due  examination  and  comparifon  of  the  deter- 
minations and  fentenccs  of  our  courts  for  any  period  fince  the  Rcw-o* 
lution,  even  of  thofe  Judges  ipoft  revered  and  remembered  as  {pa- 
triotic and  conftitutional  judges,  with  thofe  of  the  laft  t\%'o  years,  the 
latter  would  be  found  extremely  mild  and  lenient.      For  his  own 
part,  as  Attorney  General,  fmcc  he  had  been  honoured  with  that 
office,  he  had  not  claimed  any  particular  punifhment,  conceiving 
that  it  was  not  any  part  of  bis  province  to  interfere  with  what  pro- 
perly belonged  to  the  Court  alone,  his  duty  being  no  more  than  to 
bring  the  offender  before  thc_Court  for  judgement.      The  right  ho- 
nourable gentleman  (Mr.  Fox)  had  not  in  his  judgement  flated  ooc 
reafon  fufKcicnt  to  induce  the  Houfc  to  accede  to  the  modon  — a 
motion  not  confined  to  any  particular  point,  but  which  went  to  alter 
the  whole  criminal  law  of  Scotland,  cfi'entiallv  to  fubvert  the  e(hb- 
lifhed  fyftem  of  their  courts,  to  change  tlic  profecutors,  to  change 
the  jury,  to  change  the  indiflment  on  which  the  charge  was  tried, 
to  change  the  right  of  challenge,  the  evidence,  the  vcrdicl,  and 
the  fentence  on  that  verdid';  and  that  in  every  cafe  and  every  crime, 
and  on  no  other  grounds  than  the  cafes  of  two  individuals :  and 
yet,  while  the  motion  involved  all  thofe  circumfbnces,  gentlemen 
would   venture  to  infift  that  it  did  not  go  to  an  alteration  of  the 
whole  of  the  criminal  laws.     One  of  the  moft  material  grounds  10 
Be  taken  into  confideration  was.  Whether  it  was  ncccffar>',  expe- 
dient, or  ]X)litic,  to  change  the  whole  habits  of  jurifprudence,  and 
the  conftitution  of  the  courts  of  a  country  I    The  Attorney  General 
faid,  he  would  repeat  what  had  been  before  faid,    viz.  tliat  there 
was  an  indiffolublc  compa<S,  a  firm  treaty  in  the  way,  which  no 
fophifliy  could  get  over  ;  for  it  was  idlv*  to  fay,  as  had  been  ufged, 
that  the  eighteenth  article  of  the  Union  permitted,  much  Icfs  invited, 
the  fubftitution  of  the  criminal  laws  of  England  io  the  place  of  ihofe 
of  Scotland.  *  The  nature  of  criminaLjuftice,  both  in  Scotland  and 
England,  was  perfcdly  well  known  at  the  time  of  tlic  Union,  and 
had  been  fo  ever  fmcc,   to  this  day  ;  and  yet  he  could  not,   in  all 
that  time,  find  a  finglc  attempt  to  exercife  that  permiflion,   or  ac- 
cept  of  that  fup{X)rtd  invitation,  which  it  was  reafonablc  to  fuppofe 
would  have  been  done,  if  tlie  change  was  at  all  in  the  contempla- 
tion of  thofe  who  bore  a  (hare 'in  that  union "^  fo  that  the   treaty 
would,   if  the  change  propofed  by  tlic  motion  tlien  before  the  Houfc 
was  applied,  be  completely  broken,  and  there  would  be  an  end  of 
the  faith  pledged  by  the  articles  of  the  Union  ;  and,  indeed,  it  rouft 
appear  ailoniihin^  that  if  theirivitation  to  fubftitute  th^  laws  of 
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Kngland  was  fo  plain  as  the  learned  fcrjer«nt  had  endeavoured  toper- 
fuade  the  Houfc  it  was,  the  pafiois  of  England  and  Scotland  never 
fhould  have  found  oat  till  l^  t  V,  that  ail  the  crinninai  proceedirgs 
of  that  country  were  a  nuifance,  and   that  they  (hould  rennain  fo 
long  unredrcflcd  and  unaltered,  even  \\lHc  the  hone  j mile  f-.ntle- 
man  hiinfelf  (Mr.  Adam)  rcprefentcd  it  in  Pair^n^cnt.      With  re- 
gard to  what  had  been  faid  of  evidence  h:\ving  bet^    '    n  on  the 
trial  of  Muir,   out  of  the  matter  cliarged  in  thr     ■.  .    «    (i>t>    it 
would  be  found  to  lofc  much  of  Its  weight  wl  <  ii  ^  ■  ji  .  •    *  .J  ma- 
turely confidercd.     He  would  not  deny  that  i:  wcij  <I  W  r        .^»ent 
to  juftice,  if  it  were  poffible  to  have  ail  the  facts  laiti  in  t*^  t:    :  lii'd- ' 
TTient:  But  he  wiihed  gentlemen  to  recoiled,  that,  inMO;     rjons, 
for  trcafon,  evidence  might  be  given  of  overt-afls,  thc.^j^/i  not 
charged  fpecifically  in  the  indictment,  fo  they  were  of  the  fame  na- 
ture with  thofe  charged  ;  and  he  could  fee  no  reafoiiable  objection 
why  they  (hould  not,  if  it  were  the  law,  as  appear<.d  to  be  the  cafe, 
give  evidence  of  the  fame  kind  on  criminal  cafes  in  Scotland.    The 
Attorney  General  proceeded  to  fi,ew,  by  a  fair  comparative  ftatc- 
ment,  that  the  Lord  Advocate  of  Scotland  had  not  more  power, 
nay,  not  fo  much,  as  the   Attorney  General  of  England.     The 
power  of  tjie  former  was  more  actively  exercifcd,  but  not  in  a  ftron- 
ger  manner  or  \^'ith  greater  efFedt.     Both  had  power  to  proceed  in 
the  profecution  of  criminal  cafqs.      The  Lord  Advocate  could  only 
flop  thofe  caufes  in  which  the  profecution  was  carried  on  at  the  fuit 
of  tl\e  Public  ;  whereas  the  Attorney  General  could,  by  his  nclipro- 
Jequiy  ftop  all  and  every  fort  of  criminal  caufc.      He,  for  his  part, 
however,  dared  not  do  it ;  bccaufe,  however  legal  it  might  be,  he 
(hould  confidcr  it  as  a  breach  of  his  fidelity  and  duty  to  the  Public. 
On  the  head  of  difcretion,  which  it  had  been  faid  was  vefted  to  an 
inordinate  and  dangerous  extent  in  the  Judges  of  Scotland,  it  would 
be  found  upon  examination,  that  full  as  extenfive  a  difcretion  was 
left  in  the  breafts  of  En^^lifli  Judges :  In  various  cafes,  they  had  the 
'  power  of  fcntcncing  to  pillory,  fine,  imprifonment,  &c.  &c.    in- 
flicting as  to  their  difcretion  feemed  proper.      In  fome  inftances,  he 
would  maintain  that  the  laws  of  Scotland  were  ftill  more  fevourablc 
than  thofe  of  England  to  delinquents  ;  and  he  would  ftatc  a  fad, 
•    which,  however  he  muft  lament  it,  was  certainly  true,  in  elucida- 
tionof  his  affertion,  namely,  that  it  conftantly  happened,  that  men 
were  tried  for  crimes  which  were  by  the  law  deemed  capital  of- 
fences, and  therefore  fubjedt  to  capital  punifhment,  yet,  to  which 
it  was  fo  horrible  to  both  Judge  and  jury  to  aflign  capital  punifh- 
ments,  that  the  Judge  has  not  infrequently  charged  the  jury  to  find. 
^  verdidl  under  a  ftiilling,  where  thp  article  in  queftion  was  obvi- 
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difly  worth  fome  pounds ;  and  where  the  jury,   afting  from  the 
fame  principle,  had  thought  it  their  duty  to  comply  with  that  charge. 
In  Scotland,  too,  arbitrary  puniQiments  were  annexed  to  a  variety 
of  crimes  which  in  England  were  punifhed  with  death  ;  and  even 
that  arbitrary  fcntcnce  was  as  much  a  fubjefl  of  the  mercy  of  the 
Crown,  as  the  compulfory  capital  fcntcnce  of  an  Englilh  criminal 
court.     The  right  honourable  gentleman  had  taken  up,  but  with- 
out the  fmalleft  foundation,  an  expreffion  which  had  fallen  ficm 
his  learned  friend,  and  thence  endeavoured  to  infer  that  his  learned 
friend  had  meant  that  an  alteration  in  the  laws  (liould  originate  with 
the  Crown.     He  denied  the  inference  ;  but  would  at  (he  fame  tirne 
fay,  that  as  the  treaty  of  Union  w  as  made  by  the  Crown,  any  mca- 
fure,  that  at  all  touched  Scotland,  would  come  much  more  properly 
from  the  Crown  or  its  fervanrs,  tlian  from  any  other  perfon,  as  the 
King's  Miniftcrs  were  more  likely  to  know  the  feelings  «nd  difpoH- 
tion  of  tliat  country  on  the  fubjed.     Had  that  been  attended  to,  the 
prefcnt  difcufTion  would  have  been  faved;  for  not  one  w  hi  (per  of 
complaint  againft  thofe  laws  ever  came  from  the  perfons  concerned 
in  their  operation.     Upon  various  appeals  to  tlic  Lords,    the  qiief- 
tion  had  been  repeatedly  decided,  that  appeals  would  not  lie  ;  and 
yet  no  attempts  had  been  made,  no  wilhes  hitherto  cxprcffcd,  to 
^Itcr  the  laws  in  that  refpeft. 

Mr.  M.  A.  TAYLOR  declared,  that  he  would  reft  his  vote  on 
the  arguments  which  had  been  ufcd  by  his  honourable  friends ;  be- 
caufe  they^were  fuch  as  flood  unrefuted  ;  and  he  could  fay,  with 
truth,  that,  in  voting  for  the  motion,  he  never  gairc  a  vote  tliat 
was  more  ftriftly  in  unifon  with  his  confcicnce,  than  it  would  be 
on  the  prefcnt.     He  never  would  fit  filent,  and  hear  it  faid,  that 
the  fevere  fcntences  paffed  en  Meflrs.  Muir,  Palmer,  Margarot, 
Skirving,  and  Gerald,  were  legal,  but  would  on  every  fudi  occa- 
fion  rife  and  heartily  diflent  from  fuch  a  propofition.      He  infiflsd 
that  the  criminal  law  of  Scotland  required  alteration  ;  but,  on  a 
former  night,  a  right  honourable  gentleman  (the  Chancellor  of  the 
Exdiequer,)  inftcad  of  anfwering  his  arguments,  affertcd  that  he 
had  a  very  loud  voice.    If  it  were  fo,  he  declared  he  was  determin- 
ed to  exert  it  in  the  caufe  of  freedom  ;  and,  like  the  right  honour- 
able gentlerran,  who  was  not  lefs  loud,  he  would  not  exercifc  it 
againft  the  liberties  of  his  pduntryi  and  for  the  purpofe  of  preferving 
that  power  and  thofe  places  which  he  enjoyed.     Mr.  Taylor  men- 
tioned a  circuraftance  with  rcfpeft  to  Mr.  Gerald,  which,  he  faid, 
he  knew  from  the  beft  authority  to  be  an  indifputablc  fo<ft.     He 
had  objected  to  the  Chief  Juftice  Clerk  fitting  in  judgement  on  him, 
bccaufe  Mr.  Gerald  had  been  affured  that  Jie  had  made  ufc  of  atn 
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prcflions  againft  the  prifoner.     The  Chief  Juftice,  it  was  tnic, 
^withdrew;  but  the  other  Judges  over-ruled  the  objedion;  and 
^'hat  would  the  Houfc  imagine  was  the  confequcnce  ?   that  which 
they  would  fcarcely  believe,  viz.  that  one  of  the  Judges  pronounc- 
ed,  that  this  was  an  a^ravation  of  the  prifoner's  guilt.     Mr.  Tay- 
lor faid,  he  would  not  dwell  longer  on  the  fu^bjeft,  but  would  put 
it  to  the  Attorney  General,  if  he  would  have  adled  in  the  fame 
manner,  had  he  been  in  a  (imilar  •fituation  ?     No,    he  faid,  he 
knew  him  too  well,  and  he  was  cpnvinced  that  his  fentiments  would 
have  recoiled  at  the*  idea. 

Mr-  ADAM,  in  rcpjy,  faid,  that  he  would  not  have  rifen  at 
all,  had  not  the  Lord  Advocate's  manner  of  arguing  called  upon 
him  not  to  be  filcnt.     His  Lordihip  had  faid,  there  was  no  com- 
municadon  to  him,  as  if  complaining  of  perfonal  incivility  ;  the 
notice  wliich  he  had  given  the  laft  fefTion,  was  all  that  could  be 
required,  and  was  fufficiently  public  and  notorious.     He  faid  the 
fame  applied  to  the  Court ;  that  the   mode  he  propofed  was  mod 
deliberate,  and  nobody  could  be  taken  by  furprife.     He  reprobated 
the  dodtrine  of  queftions  of  this  fort  coming  only  from  the  Throne 
or  the  other  Houfe,  as  deftroying  the  deliberative  capacity  of  the 
Commons.     He  ftatcd  that  the  objc<Sion  brought  from  the  articles 
of  Union,  which  was  falfc  in  law,  as  had  been  (hewn,  was  equally 
falfe  in  practice.     The  Lord  Advocate  had,  laft  feflion,  brought  in 
a  bill  to  alter  the  tythe  law :  that.ftruck  dircftly  at  the  private  right ; 
his  propofition  did  not.     Mr.  Dundas,  he  flated,  had  brought  in  a 
bill  talker  the  Court  of  Seffion  fundamentally  ;  that  (truck  at  the 
conftitution  of  the  Courts  ;  his  did  not ;  for  it  was  not  true,  that 
chu(ing  the  jury  properly,  difturbed  the  con(titution  of  the  trying 
tribunal.     Did  any  body  think  fo,  when  the  ballodng  a£t  was  in- 
troduced into  England  ?  Their  conftitution  in  Scodand,  their  pow- 
ers, and  numbers,  were  to  remain  as  at  law  they  now  exi(led  ;  but 
they  were  not  to  be  nominated  from  the  forty-five  by  die  Court.—- 
[Here  Mr.  Adam  (hewed  that  his  ftatcment  had  been  corred  as  to 
the  nomination  of  juries.] — He  faid,  that  by  fomc  unaccountable 
a(rociation  of  ideas,  Mr.  Dundas  had  afked  if  he  meant  to  alter  the 
church  of  Scotland  ?    Mr.  Adam  faid,  if  he  was  to  anfwcr  fo  odd 
a  qucftion,  he  (hould  fay  No  ;  but  that  he  (Mr.  Dundas)  had  pro- 
pofed fo  to  do  at  a  memorable  aera  of  this  country,   1780.     He 
propofed  an  alteration  in  the  popery  laws  of  Scotland.     Was  it  then 
(fated  that  this  ftruck  at  the  treaty  of  Union  ?     So  that  here  were 
three  glaring  inftances — Tythes,  Court  of  SeflTion,  and  Popery,  all 
trenching  on  the  Union,  and  all  brought  forward  by  thofe  genric- 
mcn.    His  propofidon,  on  the  contrary,  was  (Irifdy  within  the 
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1 8th  article,  as  matter  of  public  law  and  police.  Was  there  any 
necromancy  that  made  all  thofe  things,  when  done  by  thofe  gentle- 
men, right ;  but  wrong,  if  done  by  him,  or  thofe  near  him  r  He 
then  ai]guedfrom  the  claufc  refpciting  heritable  jurifdicSHons,  which, 
though  imperative,  was  not  regarded  when  policy  required  the  ahr- 
lition,  and  (hewed  that  the  Lord  Advocate's  power  in  defcrting  the 
diet  (profccution)  was  irreproachable ;  that  the  Attornc)'  General  s 
n^lj  pnfequi  vfzs  ^  rc(poni\h]c  poorer;  quoted  the  cafe  of  Dundis 
indicted  in  1 7 1 2,  for  fpcaking  and  acting  in  favour  of  the  Pre- 
tender, where  the  profecution  was  deferted,  without  any  perfon  be- 
ing accountable  for  deferting  it ;  and  after  putting  thcfe,  and  crhcr 
points,  very  forcibly  in  different  views,  he  faid,  it  is  impofT.blc  to 
contemplate  thefc  proceedings,  without  reflcdling  on  the  hiffory  of 
die  clofe  of  thelafl  centur}'.  The  right  honourable  gentleman  -Mr. 
Dundas)  has,  notwithftanding;  faid,  that  it  might  be  wife  to  follow 
the  fyftcm  of  the  law  of  Scotland  here.  It  is  a  threat  which,  I  be- 
lieve, the  right  honourable  gentleman  would  not  attempt  to  execute  ; 
and  yet  the  very  threat  reminds  me  of  that  difgraccful  period  alluded 
to.  The  trial  of  Mead  and  Pcnn,  in  1670,  was  known  to  all 
who  knew  the  legal  hiftory  of  that  period,  when  thofe  pcrfons  were 
tried  for  fcditious  fpcaking.  The  jury  found  a  verdift,  which  the 
Court  did  not  like.  The  Recorder  fnot  fuch  a  one  as  his  learned 
friend,  Mr.  Adair,  had  been)  determined  that  tliey  fliould  find 
another  verdidl.  He  went  to  extremities,  and  upon  the  objed^rn 
of  Pcnn,  he  ordered  fetters  to  be  brought.  Pcnn  faid,  "  Do  your 
pleafure,   I  matter  net  your  fetters." 

The  Recorder.  "  Till  now,  I  never  underftood  the  rcafon  of 
the  policy  and  prudence  of  the  Spaniards,  in  fuffering  the  inquisi- 
tion among  them  ;  and  certainly  it  will  never  be  well  with  us,  till 
fomething  like  unto  the  Spanifh  inquiiition  be  in  England." 

To  the  Jury  he  faid,  "  Gentlemen,  we  fhall  not  be  at  this  trade 
with  you  ;  you  will  find,  the  next  fcflion  of  Parliament,  there  will 
be  a  law  made,  that  thofe  who  will  not  conform,  (hall  not  have  the 
protection  of  the  law." 

So,  Mr.  Adam  faid,  we  were  told  now,  tliat  the  feverity  of  the 
Scotch  law  (honld  be  the  pattern.  Now  we  underftand  the  Scotch 
policy  J&id  prudence  ;  it  will  never  be  well  with  us,  till  we  ha>  e 
fomething  like  it  here  \  and  in  the  next  feffion  of  Parliament  d\erc 
will  be  a  law  for  that  purpofe.  Mr.  Adam  faid,  he  believed  there 
might  be  inclination  cncugh,  but  there  was  not  courage  enough,  to 
prop ofe  fuch  a  law  ;  that  at  any  rate  his  motion  was  meant  to  avert 
fuch  an  attempt,  and  he  could  not  forbear  remarking  in  that  place 
what  had  fallen  from  a  learned  Lord,  that  he  (Mr,  Adam)   did  not 
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p>crhaps  feci  fatisficd  with  what  lie  had  moved  ;  he  fald  he  hnd  not 
"brought  the  matter  forward  without  mature  deliberation,  and  that 
l^c  was  ready  to  lay  open  his  intentions  and  motives  to  the  moft  fcru- 
pulous  inveftigation. 

The  Houfe  divided  on  the  motion  ; 

Ayes,   24 ;    Noes,   77. 

IVcdncJdoyy   26th  March. 

Mr.  RYDER  moved,  that  the  Houfe  do  refolvc  itfelf  into  a 
Committee  of  the  whole  Houfe  to-morrow,  to  confider  of  an  indem- 
xiity  to  be  granted  to  certain  pcrfons  in  different  parts  of  our  territo- 
ries, for  permitting  the  importation  of  certain  goods  in  foreign  bot- 
toms.    Ordered. 

The  SOLICITOR  GENERAL  moved,  in  a  Committee  of 
the  whole  Houfe,  a  refolution  for  leave  to  bring  in  a  bill  to  explain 
and  amend  the  31ft  of  the  prefent  King,  as  far  as  it  relates  to  per- 
funs  therein  defcribed  profeffmg  the  Popifh  religion,  and  who  arc 
defirous  of  being  admitted,  and  pradlifing  as  Attornies  and  S  )licitors. 
Leave  Vas  accordingly  given.  The  Houfe,  in  a  Cc^mnnrrcc  of 
\Vays  and  Means  for'raifing  a  fupply  to  be  granted  to  His  Majcfty, 
voted,^  that  three  millions  five  hundred  thoufond  pounds  be  raifed  on 
Exchequer  bills.  The  Solicitor  Gcncnd  moved  tlie  order  of  the 
day,  for  the  third  reading  of  the  Alien  bill. 

Mr.  FOX  faid,  he  did  not  mean  to  trouble  the  Houfe  very  much 
at  length,  or  to  enter  into  ^iny  long  debate  on  this  fubjecl ;  but  the 
opinion  he  entertained  on  this  bill,  when  originally  brought  in,  had 
not  been  changed,  and  that  opinion  was,  that  the  bill  was  in  a  con- 
fiderable  degree  unjuft.  He  fliould  on  that  account  objcift  to  the 
renewal  of  fuch  a  bill,  even  if  it  came  with  all  the  circumftances  on 
which  it  had  been  thouglit  proper  to  pafs  it  lad  year :  but  that  was 
not  the  cafe  at  prefent,  and  the  reafoning  on  the  fubje^  then,  would 
not  apply  to  it  at  prefent.  Wc  were  at  war  witli  France  at  thij 
time,  which  was  not  the  cafe  when  tliis  bill  paffed  :  this,  in  his  opi- 
nion, made  an  alteration  in  the  queftion  of  right  in  the  Crown  to 
order  an  Alien  to  depart ;  for  although  he  had  a  doubt  whether  the 
King  could  legally  order  any  foreigner  to  depart  who  was  not  the 
fubjecl  of  a  power  at  war  with  this  countr)S  yet  he  wasVilling  to 
admit,  that  the  King  had  by  prerogative  a  right  to  order  the  fubje6l 
of  an  enemy  to  depart  this  realm.  But  this  bill  was  not  confined  to 
fending  away  Alien  enemies  only,  it  gave  the  power  of  fending  away 
any  Ali^  whatever ;  and  many  pcrfons  of  that  general  defcription 
were  fubjefls  of  the  pov/ers  \sith  whom  His  Majefty  was  in  alliance. 
The  bill  was  brought  in  originally  as  a  matter  of  expedience^  ag^uiiA 
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all  foreigners,  before  we  went  to  war,  and  before  the  alliances  he 
alluded  to  were  concluded  ;  but  now  the  war  Vt-as  fuch  to  make,  Hr 
thcfe  alliances  at  Icaft,  a  confiderable  alteration  in  the  circumftances 
of  the  cafe.  We  had  in  former  wars  contented  ourfclves  with  ferul- 
ing out  of  the  kir^dom  foreigners  onfy,  who  owed  allegiance  to  the 
power  with  which  we  were  at  war ;  but  by  this  bill  we  included  thofc 
who  owed  allegiance  to  the  powers  with  whom  we  were  allied.  He 
wanted  to  know,  how  on  this  occafion  it  became  neceifary  to  give 
the  King  further' power  in  this  rcfpeS  than  on  any  former  war  ? 

Mr.  Qhancellor  PITT  juftified  the  whole  of  the  bill,  not  merdy 
as  a  meafure  to  impower  His  Maje%  to  fend  foreigner?  out  of  the 
kingdom,  but  alfo,  as  a  mcafurc  of  precaution,  to  prevent  danger 
to  the  Sate.  He  thought  that  manj'  perfons  might  remain  who  wtane 
French,  and  it  might  be  politic  ih  us  to  keep  them  here  ;  there  were 
others  who  were  not  French,  whom  it  would  be  politic  to  fcnd  avay, 
and  our  being  at  war  with  France,  only  added  to  what  appeared  to 
him  to  be  a  neceffary  precaution  againft  danger.  The  bill  was  thca 
read  a  third  time,  and  paflcd. 

Sir  WILLIAM  DOLBEN  moved  for  leave  to  bring  in  a  bflU 
to  alter  ai,d  amend  different  a6\s  of  Parliament,  relative  to  the  regu- 
lation of  the  mode  of  conveying  Negroes  in  Britifli  (hips,  from  the 
coaft  to  the  Britifh  plantations,  &c.  This  motion,  on' the  fuggdtiun 
of  the  Speaker,  on  the  point  of  form,  was  changed  into  the  followiig 
motions,  firft,  that  the  acfts  of  Parliament  be  read,,  which  beit^ 
done,  then,  that  tlic  Houfe  do  refolve  itfelf  into  a  Committee  of  the 
whole  Hcufe,  to-morrow.  Ordered.  He  then  moved,  that  there 
be  laid  before  the  Houfe,  an  account  of  (hips,  their  tonnage,  num- 
ber of  (laves,  &c.  employed  lii  this^rade,  from  the  5th  of  Januaiy^ 
1^7  9  3,  to  the  5th  of  January-,   1794.      Ordered. 

Mr.  Secretary  DUN  DAS  brought  up  the  following  papers, 
relative  to  a  plan  for  providing  more  completely  for  the  fccur- 
rity  of  the  country :  , 

WHITEHALL. 

IN  order  to  provide  more  completely  for  the  fccurity  of  the  countrr 
againft  any  attempts  which  may  be  made  on  the  part  of  the  enemy,  it 
may  be  expedient  to  kdopt  fome,  or  all,  of  the  following  meafurcs  ; 

I,  To  augment  the  militia  by  volunteer  companies,  as  was  pra^ifci] 
in  the  laft  war  ;  or  by  an  additional  number  of  volunteers,  to  be  added 
SIS  privates  to  each  company. 

Jl.  To  form  volunteer  companies  in  particular  towns,  efpeciallyin 
thofc  fituated  on  or  near  the  fea  coaft,  for  the  ^uqjolc  of  the  local  defence 
ot  the  particular  places  where  they  nwy  be  raifcd,.  according  to  the  ac- 
«i ^a^jf any ing  plan,  or  fuch  other  as  may,  on  application  for  that  purpofe. 
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>e  approved  of,  as  bcft  adapted  to  the  circumftances  of  any  paVticulaf 
own. 

Ill-  To  raife  volunteer  troops  of  fcncible  cavalry,  confifting  of  not 
lefs  that:)  fifty,  nor  more  than  eighty,  per  troop;  whowillbe  to  fcrvc 
:>iily  ci\iring  the  war,  and  within  thekingdom.  The  officers  will  h»vc 
tciTiporary  rank  only,  and  will  not  be  entitled  to  half- pay  :  the  arms,  ac- 
coutrecnents,  and  clo.ithii\g  will  be  furnifhed  by  Government;  but  the 
levy-money  for  the  men  to  be  furniQied  by  iheperfons  who  undertake  to 
raife  iuch  troops ;  and  the  horfes  to  be  found  by  them,  but  to  be  paid  for, 
SLt  s%  reafonable  price,  by  Government. 

A.  pMrfon  raiung  two  troops  to  have  the  temporary  rank  of  Major  ; 
four  troops,  thai  of  Lieutenant  Colonel;  and  fix  troops,  that  of  Co* 
loncl. 

IV.  To  form  other  bodies  ofcavalr}'  within  particular  counties  or  dif- 
trl<F\s,  to  conHft  of  the  gentlemen  and  yeomanry,  or  fuch  perfons  as  they 
iYiall  bring  forward,  according  to  the  plans  to  be  approved  of  by  the  King, 
or  b>y  the  lx)rds  Lieutenants   under  aurhority   from   His  Majeily  ;  and 
iVic  officers  to  receive  temporary  commiflions  from  His  Majefly  ;  and  the 
wiuftcr-rolls  alfo  to  be  approved  by  His  Majefty,  or  bv  the  Lords  Lieu- 
nan  cs,  at  periods  to  be  fixed.     No  levy-money  to  be  given,  and  the 
Horfes  to  be  furnifhed  bj*  the  gentry  or  yeomanry  whocompofe  the  corps, 
l>uc  the  arms  and  accoutrements  to  he  fupplicd  at  the  expcnce  of  the  Pub«* 
lie.     Such  corps  to  be  exercifed  only  at  fuch  times  as  (liall  be  fixed  by 
"Warrant  from  His  Majefty,  or  by  tlie  approbation  of  the  Lprds  Lieute- 
nants :  To  b^liable  to  be  embodied,  or  called  out  of  their  counties  by 
fpecial  directions  from  HisMajedy,  in  cafe  of  afiual  appearance  of  inva« 
iion  ;  and  to  be  liable  to  be  called  upon,  by  order  frcm  His  Majefly,  or 
by  the  Lord  Lieutenant  or  Sheriff  of  the  county,  to  aCt  within  the  county, 
or  in  the  adjacent  counties,  for  the  fupprcilion  of  riots  and  tumults.     la 
either  cafe,  while  actually  in  fcrvice,  they  ihall  receive  pay  as  cavalry, 
and  be  liable  to  the  provifions  of  the  mutiny  bilL 

V.  To  enrol  and  appoint  places  of  rendezvous  for  a  fufficient  number 
of  perfons  ip  different  parities  and  diflrii^s,  particularly  iq  places  near 
the  fea  coaft,  to  fcrve  as  pioneers,  or  to  ailift  the  regular  force  in  any 
manner  that  may  be  neccflary,  on  the  (horteft  notice,  in  cafes  of  emer* 
gcucy, 

COMPANIES  of  Infantry  for  manning  batteries  on  the  Caid,  each 
to  con  fid  of 

1  Captain, 

2  Lieutenants, 

3  Serjeants,  < 
3  Corporals,  ' 

2  Drummers, 
to  Private  men  at  lead  ;  one  third  to  be  armed  with  firelocks,  th« 

other  to  have  pikes  eight  feet  lone. 
The  officers  to  be  recommended  by  the  Lords  Lieutenants  of  cpunties, 
but  to  have  commiflions  from  the  King. 

To  affcnible,  two  days  in  each  week,  to  pra£life.  The  officers  to  be 
allowed  pay,  and  the  non-com miffioned  officers  and  private  men,  each  one 
(billing  per  day,  for  the  days  they  arc  at  cxercife.  To  have  cloathing 
given  by  Government,  that  they  may  be  all  uniform.  Not  to  be  re- 
moved more  than  five  miles  from  home,  unlefs  ordered  by  His  Majefly, 
on  the  appearance  of  an  invafion,  when  they  are  to  be  called  out  and  paid 
likp  other  milicia,  but  not  to  be  removed  out  of-  their  county.    - 

4R  a 
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Officers  on  half-pay  will  be  accepted,  if  recorarocnded. 
To  be  under  military  law  wheh  embodied^  and  under  the  command  of 
a  General  Officer, 


WHITEHALL. 

IT  is  naturally  to  be  fuppofed  that  gentlerrcn  of  weight  or  pn>pprry 
in  different  parts  of  the  kingdom,  will  feparatcly  ftand  forward,  in  or;ier 
to  carry  into  execution  the  feveral  parts  of  the  plan  for  the  fecurity  ct 
the  country  :  but  it  fecms  alfo  defiriible  a  general  fubfcription  fl^oolJ  be 
opened,  to  be  applied,  under  the  diredlion  of  a  Committer,  for  the  por- 
pofe  of  alliCtin^  in  carrying  into  execution  all  or  any  of  the  mcalarcs 
therein  fuggefled,  as  circumllances  iball  appear  to  require. 

After  a  converfation  in  which,  from  the  letter  accorrspariying  ti^: 
papers  to  Lords  Lieutenants  of  counties,  apologizing  for  not  havirg 
fcnt  them  fooner  ofl  account  of  an  official  inaccuracy,  Rjlr-  Fox, 
Mr.  Sheridan,  and  other  gentlemen  fecmcd  to  think  that  papers  dif- 
ferent in  fubflance  from  thcfe  had  been  fcnt  to  feme  Lord  Lieutenants 
of  counties,  and  the  Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer  and  the  Sxrcarr 
of  State  affirmed,  that  the  fame  papers  had  been  fcnt  to  all :  the  pa- 
pers were  ordered  to  be  printed. 

.    The  order  of  the  day  for  taking  His  Majcfty*s  mcflagc  into  ccn- 
lideration,  being  read, 

Mr.  Secretiry  DUNDAS  faiJ,  he  fnould  not  endeavour  to  ex- 
cite in  the  Public  any  unneccirary  alarm,  nor  to  lull  them  ir^to 
any  dangerous  fecurity.  The  Houfe  had  heard  the  meflage  read  : 
it  would  be  unnccelfary  for  him  at  this  time  to  etiter  into  any  obfcrva- 
tions  on  diis  war  in  which  we  were  engJigcd,  It  was  enough  for  us 
that  the  enemy  had  avowed  an  intention  of  invading  the  kingdom, 
and  had  made  fomc  preparation  fcemingly  for  tjiat  purpofc.  Whe- 
ther that  was  dohe  to  amufe  the  people  of  France,  or  to  alarm  the 
people  of  England,  was  not  his  bufiiiefs  to  diicufs;  all  that  his  duty 
called  on  him  to  do,  was  to  fubmit  to  the  Koufc  the  neceflTity  of  tliis 
country  being  in  a  ftate  of  defence,  and  to  affure  His  Majefty  oi  th< 
•intention  of  that  Houfe,  cordially  to  fupport  the  meafurcs  His  Ma- 
jefty  fhould  take  for  that  purpofe.  He  concluded  with  moving  an 
addrefs,  which  was  a  repetition  of  the  (ubftapce  of  the  meffagc,  with 
an  affurance  to  the  King,  that  the  Houfe  would  cordially  co-opentc 
with  His  Majcfty  in  the  profecution  of  this  juft  and  neccflary  war, 
in  which  the  happinefs  of  his  fubjecSs  is  involved,  &c 

Mr.  HONE  Y  WOOD  rejoiced  that  the  addrefs  now  before  the 
Houfe,  would  enable  him  to  attend  a  meeting  of  the  gentlemen  of 
the  county  of  Kent,  at  the  St.  Albans  Tavern,  to-morrow,  which, 
without  fome  fuch  proceeding,  he  (hould  not  have  thought  it  proper 
to  attend.    When  the  defence  of  the  countiy  was  in  queftion,  thofc 
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"who  had  flood  forward  in  fupport  of  the  Conftitution  againft  undue 
influence,  would  not  be  found  Icfs  zealous  than  thofe  who  w^ere  no^r 
fcafking  in  the  funfhine  of  powtr.  They  could  not  indeed  be  cx- 
pccfled  to  pofll  fs  equal  pecuniar}'  means  ;  their  purfcs  'having  been 
pretty  freely  drained,  in  the  county  w*hich  he  had  the  honour  to  re- 
prcfont,  in  oppofii^g  undue  influence.  He  fpoke  in  handfomc  terms 
of  the  Joyalty  and  zeal  of  the  people  of  Kent ;  he  had  no  doubt  of 
their  inviolable  attachment  to  tlie  King,  and  the  whole  of  tiie  Con- 
flit  ution.  As  evidence  of  this,  he  obfervcd  tliat  there  had  been  but 
one  pcrfon  convi6lcd  of  any  crime  tending  to  fediiion,  and  only  three 
now  under  accufation.  He  obfcrved  alfo,  that  the  Mr.giftratcs  of 
the  county  had  been  pretty  afli\  c  mi  &xiv  endeavours  to  difcovcr  fc- 
di'ious  corrcfprndcncj,  and  had  ac^ed  wiih  tlie  aid  and  ,^.ire<ftion  of 
the  Sccretar)'  of  State.  In  the  exertion  of  their  zeal  they  had  flopped 
and  opened  fomc  private  letters,  but  they  turned  out  to  have  a  ten- 
dency ditTcrent  from  fedition,  for  they  were  Valentine  letters,  ad- 
drc'fied  by  a  beautiful  and  accompliflied  young  lady  to  fome  young 
gentlemen. 

Mr,  Secretary  DUNDAS  juflified  himfelf  in  the  part  he 
had  taken  upon  the  fubjecS  alluded  to  by  the  honourable  Member, 
who  had  juft  preceded  him.  He  maintained  tl?at  he  did  no  more 
than  his  duty  ;  he  had  received  in^orm.ation  that  there  was  a  perfon 
in  Kent,  who  was  not  of  any  verj'  high  rank,  but  of  a  ftation  which 
gave  him  confidcrable  influence  over  the  lower  claflesof  the  people^ 
in  the  neighbourhood  in  which  he  lived.  This  pcrfon,  he  was  told, 
had  often  aflcmbled  a  confulcrable  number  of  peafants,  and  told 
them  that  the  French  were  to  land  on  that  coaft  in  a  large  body, 
and  that  if  they  expelled  to  enjoy  the  rights  of  man,  they  muft  be 
ready  to  join  the  IVench  when  they  landed.  With  regard  to  the 
pcrfon  con  vi  died  of  fome  aflions  tending  to  fedition,  he  knew  nothing. 
of  him  ;  it  was  a  rule  with  him  to  do  nothing  with  refpeft  to  the 
cafe  of  any  man  after  he  was  committed  ;  he  dien  left  the  matter 
entirely  to  the  courfe  of  law. 

Mr.  FOX  faid  it  would  not  be  neceffary  for  him  to  fay  mu^h  on 
the  motion  for  the  addrefs  propofed  to  His  Myjefly.  But  he  m.uft 
make  fome  obfervations  on  the  fubje6l  of  opening  letters.  When 
we  read  in  newfpapers,  that  letters  of  individuals  had  been  opened, 
and  that  charge  had  not  been  denied  in  any  authentic  manner,  it  be- 
came a  matter  worthy  the  attention  of  Government.  '  This  letter, 
(whether  from  a  young  lady  or  any  other  defcription  of  perfon,  was 
not  material,)  had  been  opened  ;  he  thought  it  neceflary  for  Govern- 
ment to  inquire  into  the  faft,  for  the  principle  on  which  it  pro- 
ceeded^ was  a  fcrious  one  indeed,  and  on  that  fubje^,  it  was^  his 
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duty  to  deliver  his  fentimcnts.     Without  the  exprcfe  orAer  of  ths 
Secretary  of  State,  it  was  riot  the  right  of  any  pcribn  in  the  Poft- 
Office,  or  any  other  pcrfon  whatfoever,  be  his  rank  ever  fo  high,  or 
his  office  ever  fo  important,  to  open  any  letter  committed  to  the 
Poft-Office,  and  therefore  if  fuch  pcrfon  had  opened  ariy  letter,  from 
any  fufpiclon  of  his  own,  or  had  direflcd  any  Magiftrate  for  any 
reafon  whatever  to  open  it,  he  had  been  guilty  pf  a  crime  by  the  law 
of  the  land,  and  it  was  die  duty  of  the  Secretary  of  State  to  inquire 
into  the  fa6l,  and  to  bring  fuch  pcrfon  to  punilhment  if  guilty.    He 
had  always  underftood  the  law  to  be  clear  upon  this  point,  **  That^ 
if  any  pcrfon  from  the  Poft-Office  was  tq  open  a  letter  without  the 
^xprefe  order  of  the  Secretary  of  State,  he  was  liable  to  puni(hment, 
as  a  felon  without  benefit  of  clergy."  It  was  neceffary  for  the  gene- 
ral fafety  of  fociety,  to  guard  agninft  thia  abufe  of  office  in  tJic 
ftridteft  manner.     He  knew  the  Secretary  .of*J5tate  had  power  by 
law  to  give  fuch  diredions,  but  it  was  a  power  fo  delicate  in  its 
nature,  tliat  it  (houhi  be  ufed  cautioufly  indeed,  when  at  all  ufcd, 
and  never  except  when  the  immediate  fafety  of  the  Sitate  might 
evidently  depend  upon  it ;  for  at  beft,  it  was  only  having  rccpurfe 
to  (Xie  evil  to  avoid  a  greater ;  it  was  making  ufe  of  a  breach  of  faith 
to  prevent  fome  great  crime  againft  the  State :  but  to  make  ufc  of  it 
for  the  purpofe  of  difcovering  the  political  opinions  of  individuals, 
was  infufTerable ;  and  it  appeared  to  him  in  fo  atrociou$  a  light^  that 
when  pcrfons  came  to  him,  and  ftated  complaints  of  that  fort,  he 
had  always  anfwered  in  private  what  he  now  faid  in  piibllc  ;  that 
the  imputation  was  too  grofs  to  be  applied  to  any  man  without  de- 
monftrative  proof,  and  therefore  he  trufted  the  cufc  was  fo  in  the 
prefent  inftancc:    but  notwithftanding,  when  fuch  a  charge  was 
brought  forward,  the  Secretary  of  State  was  bound  to  inquire  how 
far  it  was  well  founded.     There  was  in  this  addrcf$  very  little  ob- 
jedionable,  as  it  ftruclc  him  :  he  thqugul  it  in  fome  parts  a  little  too 
i;)articular  and  fpcci^l  with  rcfptdi  to  the  fupport  which  the  Houfe 
pledge  thcmfelvcs  to  give  to  His  Majefty.     That  the  Houfe  would 
fupport  His  Majefty  ip  all  parts  of  defence  to  which  the  tncfTage  rc- 
forred,  he  had  no  doubt,  but  why  fhould  the  Houfe  pledge  itfclf 
now  op  points  wWch  it  might  hereafter  becoipe  them  from  time  to 
time  to  debate ;  he  therefore  could  have  wiftied  that  the  addrefs  had 
been  more  general.     With  rcfpetft  to  the  bufinefs  mentioned  on  a 
former  day,  and  on  which  papers  had  been  tl^s  day  produced  and 
ordered  to  be  printed,    he  would  advife  his  honourable  friend 
(Mr.  Sheridan)  not.  to  bring  forward  his  motion  on  that  fubjeiS  to- 
day ;  however  he  left  him  to  his  own  difcretion,  for  his  part  hewas 
'pidy  to  difcufs  it,  and  he  would  not  difguife  his  opinion  on  it,  fo^ 
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it  appeared  to  him  that  the  raifing  any  fubfcription  for  any  for<?e,  Lc- 

forc  the  confent  of  Parliament  was  had,  V'as  againft  law :  this  was 

the  leaning  of  his  mind,  as  to  the  ftrltS  law,  and  that  fuch  was  the 

fpirit  of  the  Conftitution  he  had  no  doubt.     But  as  the  addrefs  was 

entirely  filcnt  on  that  fubjed,  it  was  fo  far  unobjedionable  ;  that  was 

a  queRion  that  might  be  taken  up  on  another  occafion,  and  made  no 

p;irt  of  this  addrefs.     He  mud  obferve,  that  if  the  meafure  taken 

MTich  regard  to  communication  from  the  Secretary  of  State  to  the 

Lord  Lieutenants,  upon  the  fubjeft  of  fubfcription  was  unconftitu- 

tionil,  that  it  was  not  at  all  done  away  by  this  addrefs,  becaufc  the 

addrefs  was  entirely  filent  on  that  topic.     He  might  indeed  fay, 

that  he  had  one  objeflion  to  the  addrtfs,  in  addition  to  what  he  had 

cxprefTed  as  his  wifh,  that  It  had  been  more  general,  which  was, 

that  it  contained  the  expreflions,  "  juft  and  neceffary  war."     He 

thought  the  war  ncidier  neceffdry  nor  juft  in  its  origin,  but  that  was 

not  an  objection  for  him  now  to  ftate,  becaufe  he  thought  the  words 

did  not  pledge  him  to  any  thing :  he  confidercd  them  as  r-'^.atter  of 

form. 

Mr.  SHERIDAN  adverted  to  the  particular  fituation  in  which 
he  was  placed  by  this  addrefs  ;  and  after  *what  had  fallen  frorn  his 
right  honourable  friend  (Mr.  Fox),  he  wlflied  to  be  diftindlly  un- 
der Rood.  There  were  two  points  before  the  Houfe  that  were  dif- 
tin^l  and  feparate.  There  was  nothing  in  the  meffage  from  the 
King,  or  in  the  addrefs  now  moved  in  anfwer  to  it,  that  had  any 
reference  whatever  to  the  papers  now  upon  the  table,  with  regard 
to  the  communication  of  the  Secretary  of  State  to  the  Lord  Lieute- 
nants of  the  counties ;  and  therefore  he  (hould  agree  to  it.  He 
fhould  abdain  too  from  making  the^  motion  of  which  he  had  given 
notice  upon  that  fubjeft,  if  he  found  that  Minifters  had  thought 
better  on  the  fubject  of  fiibfcriptions,  and  had  taken  this  public,  fair, 
and  conftitutional  mode  of  calling  for  the  aid  of  the  countr\'  to  the 
executive  power.  Bat  if  he  found  that  they  had  not  abandoned 
that  plan,  and  that  this  meafure  was  not  to  he  un-Jerflood  as  a  proof 
tliat  they  had  retnuSed  in  refpeft  to  thefe  fubfcriptions,  he  fhould 
be  under  tlie  ncccflity  of  making  the  motion  of  which  he  had  given 
notice.   • 

Mr.  HONEYWOOD  faid,  tliat  he  fliould  not  mention  the 
fubfcriptions  before  the  addrefs  to  His  Majcfh'  at  all,  for  he  cjnfi- 
dcred  them  all  done  away  by  the  prefent  meafure. 

Mr,  Chancellor  PITT. — I  jcertainly  feel  great  fatrsfacHon  \rt 
what  I  have  heard  ftatcd  in  the  courfe  of  this  converfation,  refpe^t- 
ing  the  fupport  to  be  given  to  the  addrefs.      I  (hould  indeed   feel 


68«  t>ARLIAMENTARY  A.  iro*. 

the  prcfcnt  o^^cafii^n.^ — But,  however,  upon  public  grounds,  I  imf 
lament  any  diironviivn  on  fiich  a  quefiion,  it  would  by  no  mearvs  be 
my  dut)'  to  fuihr  an  unnnimous  vote  to  be  given  upon  any 


Dus  or  miftakcn  grounds.      I  admit  that  neither  the  addrefs  lo 
His  Majcfty,  nor  tlic  letter  to  the  Lord  Lieutenants  of  the  dxficrcnr 
counties,  have  any  reference  to  a  fubfcription  for  railing  an  addi- 
tional force. for  the  ucurltv  of  thr  countr\'^    Nor  was  it  ever  irrr 
opinion  that  they  ought  to  Cv^ntain  fiwrh  a  reference ;  but  this  opi- 
nion I  entertain  upon  ver)'^dittcrcnt  grounds  from  thofc  ftated  by 
the  honourable  grntlcrrr.n  who  fpoke  laft.      I  coniidcr  any  fuch 
reference  as  entirely  uniieceffary  in  order  to  make  legal  and  confti- 
tutional  fubfcriptions  for  the  purpofc  of  Urcngthenihg  His  Majctty  s 
hands  in-a  cafe  of  emergency,  and  giving  fccurit}'  to  the  countiy. 
I  have  no  defire  to  provoke  any  debate  upon  the  prefent  occafion, 
by  bringing  forward  a  point  which  gentlemen  on  the  other  fide 
may  not  now  be  inclined  to  difcufs.     But  I  feel  it  necefiary,  from 
what  has  been  fuid,  exprcfsly  to  ftate  my  opinion,  that  every  fub- 
fcription to  ftrcngthcn  His  Majcfty's  hands  in  a  cafe  of  emergencv, 
and  to  be  applied  for  the  fccurity  of  the  country,  in  order  to  ra£fe 
a  force,  to  exift  with  the  fanclion  of  Parliament,  is  legal  and  cori- 
flitutional.    Whenever  the  qucftion  comes  formally  to  be  difcuiled, 
I  will  undertake  to  prove  what  I  have  now  afierted,  by  reference 
to  the  ftatutc  laws,  to  the  fpirit  and  principles  of  the  Conflimticn, 
to  great  political  authorises,  and  thofc  fo  various,  that  I  apprehend 
that  fomc  of  them  will  not  be  difputed  even  by  gentlemen  on  the 
other  fide,  and  to  the  uniform  couri'c  of  practice,  as  edablilhed  by 
a  long  fcrics  of  precedents.    Thefe  pcrcedents,  I  prefume,  arc  of  a 
nature  that  can  hardly  be  controverted,  except  indeed  it  be  con- 
tended, what  will  fcarccly  be  admitted  by  a  great  majority  of  the 
Houfe,  that  exertions  which  were  thought  to  be  neceffary  and  proper 
in  former  wars,  become  Icfs  fo  in  the  prcfcnt  inftance.     But  I  will 
not  confine  myfclf  to  the  prcfcnt  ftate  of  the  queftion  before  the 
Houfe ;   I  will  explicitly  ftate  what  are  the  farther  meafures  in- 
tended to  be  purfued,  in  order  to  apprize  thofe  gentlemen  on  the 
other  fide,  who  may  be  inclined  to  difpute  die  legality  of  thofc 
mcafures.     Eftimates  have  already  been  laid  upon  the  table  of  tlic 
force  which  is  already  propofed  to  he  embodied :  and  thoic  eftimates 
I  will  take  ai\  early  opportunity  of  fubmittir^  to  a  Committee  of 
Supply ;  but  of  the  troops  that  may  be  propofed  afterwards  to  be 
raifcd,  no  eftimatc  can  be  formed.     The  meafure  now  to  be  pur- 
fued, is  exactly  fimilar  to  that  which  was  adopted  at  the  latter  end 
of  laft  war.     A  bill  was  brought  in  for  raifing  certain  troops,  who, 
when  called  jnto  adlual  fervice,  (hould  be  fubjed  to  militaiy  difcip* 
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line,   and  receive  pay  in  the  fame  manner  as  other  efficient  troops. 
I  mean  upon  the  prefent  occafion  to  bring  in  a  bill  of  the  fame  na* 
ture.       The  additional  troops  to  be  now  raifed  are  of  diree  defcrip- 
tions :   Firft,  there  is  to  take  place  an  augmentation  of  the  Militia^ 
iwluch  has  been  already  fandtioned  by  Parliament :  Secondly^  there 
is  thought  neceffary  to  be  an  augmentation  of  cavalry :  Thirdly,  it 
is  propofed  to  raife  from  the  different  counties  a  volunteer  corps. 
If  thefe  meafures  (hall  be  fandtioned  by  Parliament,  the  aj^lication 
of  a  voluntary  fubfcription  to  any  of  thcfe  purpofes,  I  contend  to  be 
both  legal  and  conditutional.    The  pradlice  of  the  Cgnftitution  ever 
goes,  as  I  can  prove  by  former  inAances,  to  admit  fubfcriptions  for 
the  purpofe  of  raiflng  troops,  even  without  any  fandUon  of  Parlia<- 
ment.     But  though  I  will  not  at  prefent  enter  farther  into  the  quef- 
don,  I  am  fully  prepared,  whenever  it  ihall  be  brought  forward^ 
to  juftify  the  l^lity  of  the  meafure,  upon  the  fame  principles  which 
have  been  a6ted  upon  in  all  former  wars,  and  which  certainly  cannot 
be  deemed  lefs  applicable  in  the  prefent.     I  have  only  another  point 
to  touch  upon  before  I  (it  down :  the  objedlion  ilated  by  the  honour* 
able  gentleman  to  the  phrafe  introduced  in  the  addrefs  of  the  prefent 
juft  and  neceiTary  war<— And  here  I  muft  declare  that,  however  de- 
firous  I  mi^t  be  to  purchafe  unanimity  on  the  prefent  occafion,  I 
would  not  do  it  at  the  price  of  giving  up  an  expreflion,  which  has 
accompanied  every  folemn  a<Sl  of  this  Houfe.     If  ever  the  epithets, 
juft  and  neceflaiy,  applied  to  any  war,  they  apply  in  a  greater  degree 
to  the  war  in  which  the  country  is  now  engaged,  for  the  mainte- 
nance of  its  rights,  and  of  every  thing  that  is  dear  to  it.     I  declare 
I  would  upon  no  account  leave  out  thofe  words  upon  the  prefent  oc- 
cafion ;  and  let  me  remind  thofe  gentlemen,  that  whatever  language 
they  may  have  held  in  different  inftances  with  rcfpedl  to  the  necefTity 
of  the  war,  they  have  upon  all  occalions  contended  that  it  ought  to 
be  fupported  with  the  utmoft  vigour.     I  have  now  done  my  duty 
in  explaining  to  them  my  opinion  of  the  legality  of  fubfcriptions,  as 
I  felt  that  iilence  on  my  part  might  at  a  future  period  have  been 
conffaued  into  a  retradion  of  a  meafure  which  is  meant  to  be  carried 
into  pradice,  and  which,  whenever  it  (hall  be  difculTed^  I  am  ful^ 
prepared  to  fupport. 

Mr.  FOX  faid,  the  Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer  had  argued  on 
the  words  jujl  and  neceffary,  as  if  they  had  been  introduced  to  zfhr^ 
an  opportunity  of  accufing  gentlemen  who  oppofed  the  war  of  inconr 
fiftency,  if  they  fhould  vote  for  the  addrefs.  His  opinion  ftill  wa^ 
that  the  war  was  not  neceffary ;  that  it  was  provoked  by  the  condudt 
of  Mioifiers.  But  the  war  being  entered  upon,  and  no  alternative 
left  but  to  oppofe  tha  country  to  the  attempts  of  die  enemy,  or  te 

voL.xxxvn.  4S 
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defend  it,  he  wouldftippoit  the  war,  tfiat  the  intcr^  of  tfac coun- 
try might  fuflfer  as  little  as  poffibk.    The  Chancellor  of  the  Exche- 
quer would  be  Icfs  fond  of  introducing  the  juftice  and  neccflity  of 
the  war  upon  all  occafions,  were  the  minority  not  fo  inconiideiablc 
in  their  number.    When  the  country  was  fuppofed  to  be  m  dac^cr» 
was  it  juft  or  honeft  to  prevent  the  minority,  however  fmall,  fiam 
exprefling  their  loyalty  and  xeal,  by  the  intiodudtion  of  topics  that 
muft  create  differences  ?  From  what  had  been  now  (aid,  he  tclt 
himfelf  bound,  in  defence  of  that  confiftency  which  the  Chancellor 
of  the  Exchequer  had  thought  proper  to  impeach,  to  move,  by  way 
of  amendment,  that  the  words  juft  and  neceffary  be  omitted.      On 
the  illegality  of  advifing  His  Majefty  to  folicit  voluntary  fuUcrlp- 
tions,  he  (hould  qbferve  only  at  prefent,  that  the  rig^  honoorabk 
gentleman's  triumph  would  be  rather  'more  honourable  to  Um,  if 
referved  till  the  day  of  difcuffion ;  and  that  if  any  allufion  was 
hieant  to  former  opinions,  fuppofed  to  have  been  held  by  him  upon 
the  fubjc£^,  he  could  aflure  the  right  honourable  gentleman,  that 
neither  in  1778,  nor  in  1782,  had  he  maintained  the  piopskij 
of  giving  fuch  advice. 

Mr.  DRAKE  thought  that  much  of.  the  Chancellor  of  the  Ex- 
chequer's fpeech  might  have  been  very  properly  omitted.  He  com- 
plimented Mr.  Fox  on  the  candour  widi  which  he  had  profefled 
his  wUlingnefs  to  agree  to  the  addrefs,  although  words  had  been 
introduced  into  it,  of  which  he  could  not  be  fuppofed  to  aj^irove ; 
lamented  that  any  thing  ihould  have  been  (aid  on  the  other  lide  to 
provoke  diflfention,  where  unanimity  was  fo  dcfirable  ;  and  hoped 
that  Mr.  Fox,  with  his  ufual  magnanimity,  would  confcnt  to 
withdrawing  tthe  amendment. 

Mr»  Secretary  DUNDAS  faid,  the  difference  did  not  reft  meicly 
pn  what  Mr.  Fox  had  faid.  The  honourable  gentleman  near  bin) 
(Mr.  Sheridan)  has  demanded,  as  the  exprefs  condition  of  voting 
for  the  addrefs,  that  Minifters  (hould  retraft  all  that  thej'  had  done 
in  calling  forth  the  loyalty  of  the  feveral  counties.  As  the  writer 
of  the  letter  to  the  Lord  Lieutenants  of  Counties,  when  many 
-counties  were  (hewing  dieir  zeal,  and  many  more  were  preparing 
to  do  fo,  he  would  accept  of  no  fupport  to  the  addrefe  upon  fudi 
terms.  It  wis  not  from  any  thing  faid  by  his  right  honourable 
friend  that  difference  of  opinion  had  arifen^. 

Mr.  DRAKE  (aid,  that  both  Mr.  Fox  and  Mr.  Sheridan,  in 

ftating  that  they  adhered  to  their  former  opinions,  had  veiy  dcxte- 

roufly  avoided  faying  any  thing  to  occafion  debate,  on  the  addrels, 

till  the  Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer  provoked  it. 

Mr.  SHERIDAN  exprcffcd  his  attonifhmcnt  tha*  irhaf  it  ^d 
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before  could  have  been  fo  palpably  mifreprcfented.     He  had  faid 

that  he  would  not  oppofe  the  addrefs,  although  he  difapproved  of 

calling  the  war  juft  and  ncceffary.     He  had  alfo  faid^  that  if  Mi- 

nifters  would  declare  that  they  had  given  up  their  plan  of  foliciting 

fubfcriptions,  he  would  give  up  the  motion  which  he  intended  to 

make  on  the  fubjeft.     Surely  there  was  no  connexion  between 

making  or  not  making  that  motion,  and  voting  for  the  addrefs. 

After  what  he  had  heard,  he  (hould  diink  it  his  duty  to  make  the 

motion^  when  the  papers  were  printed  ;  and  as  far  as  aigument  and 

authority  could  be  reEed  upon,  he  (hould  prove  that  the  meafure 

^ms  a  mifdemeanor  on  th^  part  of  Minifters,  and  on  the  part  of  all 

who  aflifted  them  in  it. 

Mr.  DUNDAS  faid  he  had  fo  underftood  Mr.  Sheridan  before, 
«nd  ftill  thought  that  what  he  faid  called  for  the  animadverfion 
made  by  his  right  honourable  friend. 

Mr.  GREY  faid,  it  was  in  vain  to  enter  into  explanation  when 
a  diftindtion  fo  clear  was  overlooked.  He  was  not  furprifed  that 
Mr.  Dundas  fhould  feel  it  neceflary  to  fay  fomething  in  defence  of 
the  Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer,  who  wWle  he  -deprecated  oppoG- 
tion,  never  failed  to  provoke  it,  when  he  thought  it  would  be  una- 
vailing. Soliciting  fubfcriptions  by  the  Crown,  in  the  manner  now 
defended,  was  a  dodrine  more  unconftidonal  dian  any  broached  by 
any  Minifter— even  by  the  prefent  Miniftcr  himfclf. 

Mr.  Chancdlor  PITT  explained,  and  obfcrved  that  it  had  been 
imputed' to  him,  that  he  had  ufcd  certain  warm  cxpreflTion^  and  had 
introduced  into  the  addrefs  certain  words  for  the  purpofe  of  provok- 
ing oppofition.     He  declared  he  was  confclous  of  no  fuch  thing. 
He,  like  other  members^    fometimes  in  the  warmth  of  debate, 
fnade  ufe  of  an  cxpreflion  for  which  he  mignt  be  afterwards  forry, 
but  he  believed  he  did  that  fully  as  feldom  as  he  refifted  the  tempta- 
tion.   He  certainly  had  many  occafions  to  exercife  his  chdce  which 
of  thefe  difpofitions  he  fhould  adopt.    In  confequence  of  antecedent 
provocation,  he  was  often  difpofed  to  reply  in  as  ihong  language 
as  Aat  applied  to  him,  when  the  orders  of  the  Houfe  would  permit, 
wluch  was  not  always  the  cafe.     He  faid,  he  had  been  blamed  on 
Als  occafion  for  fpeaking,  though  he  was  often  condemned  for  his 
filcncc.     He  fubmittcd  to  the  Houfe,  that  unlefs  he  had  delivered 
his  fentiments  on  diat  occgfion  in  anfwer  to  what  had  been  advanced 
by  an  honourable  member  (Mr.  Sheridan),  an  imprefTion  might 
luive  beien  made,  in  confequence  of  the  meffage  and  addrefs,  in 
which  there  wae  no  mention  of  fubfcriptions,  that  the  idea  of  them 
had  been  given* up;  and,  therefore,  he  thought  it  was  his  duty 
fairly  and  candidlv  to  &dtc  what  he  had  done  upon  the  fiibieft. 
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Hc  was  decidedly  of  opinion,  that  the  levying  of  money  by  privafic 
fubfcription,  for  the  purpofe  of  aflTifting  levies  iandioned  b^  Parlia- 
ment, was  perfectly  legal,  and  perfeftly  conftitudonal. 

Mr.  FRANCIS  faid  that,  fince  he  had  (at  in  that  Houfe,  he 
had  never  been  witnefs  to  a  more  unprofitable  wade  of  woxds,  than 
what  had  been  thrown  away  upon  the  pref? nt  occafion-     That  it 
feemed  (o  him  to  require  little  lefs  than  the  genius  of  confuiicn  to 
confound  two  objeds  fo  perfcdly  didinA  as  thofc  which  were  now^ 
before  the  Houfe — the  one  immediately — the  other  to  ftJIow  it. 
The  firft  queftion  to  be  decided  was,  Whether  they  (hould  vote  an 
addrefs  of  thanks  to  the  King,  to  affure  His  Majcfty  of  our  dctcr- 
minatian  to  fupport  him  in  every  meafure  necdfaiy  to  Ac  defence 
pf  this  kingdom  ?  To  that  I  agree,  and  as  heartily  as  any  man, 
even  among  thofe  who  are  mod  loud  and  vehement  in  their  profef- 
iions,  and  fome  of  whom,  if  they  contributed  at  all,  would  not  do 
it  out  of  their  own  property,  as  I  myft  do  it  out  of  mine.     Bui, 
in  agreeing  as  I  do  to  the  fubdance  of  the  addrefs,  let  me  not  ba 
compelled,  in  the  fame  breath,  to  contradidl  myfelf,  and  to  dcdarc 
that  the  war  is  jud  and  ncceflary,  which  I  have  repeatedly  dedarcd 
to  have  been  neither  jud  nor  neceffary.     What  occafion  have  yoa 
to  force  u$  into  that  ufelefs  contradi6)ion  r  The  qucdicm  of  the 
judice  or  neceffity  of  the  war  is  not  at  iffue  now.     All  die  ufcfiil 
piirpoies  of  the  addrefs  will  be  anfwered  by  fimply  dying  the  prejent 
war^  without  any  qualidcadon  one  way  or  the  other.— The  fecond 
quedion  is,  Whether  without  reference  to  the  quality  of  the  war, 
it  be  legal  and  conditutional  for  the  executive  power,  by  its  Mini- 
ders,  to  folicit  and  receive  pecuniary  contributions  fipom  the  fvtlsjcd, 
for  the  purpofe  of  levying  and  maintaining  an  armed  foioe,  or  fcr 
any  other  p.bic  purpofe,  without  the  grant  of  Parliament?  To 
that  quedion  I  fay,  No — and  I  (hall  refid  the  meafure  to  die  ut- 
mod  of  my  power.     Is  there  any  inconfidency  or  contradidHon  in 
my  conduct  on  thbfe  didin£l  quedions  P  On  one  lide  I  am  willipg 
to  aflfure  Hi^  Majedy  of  the  fupport  of  this  Houfe  in  a  parliamen- 
tary way,  that  is,  by  parliamentary  grants  and  fupplies.     On  the 
other,  I  (ay  I  will  not  confent  to  fupport  the  war  by  applicatbns 
diredlly  from  the  Crown  to  the  fubjedt,  beoaufe  I  deem  it  illcgad 
and  dangeroqs  to  the  liberty  of  the  country,  which  I  with  to  defend, 
but  which  is  only  worth  defending  in  proportion  as  it  is  fice.— The 
right  honpurable  gentleman  has  now  favoured  us  with  a  definition, 
which  he  thinks  legalifes  the  meafure,  namely,  that  the  application 
of  the  money  contributed  diall  have  the  fan£tion  of  P^liamenL 
That  condition  added  now,  will  not  l^alife  what  has  been  already 
^ne,  or  attempted  to  b^  done^  without  it.     But  tjtus  is  cvidendf 
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an  after-thougibt  of  the  Minifter.     If  the  conditioni  now  ftated,  be 

neceflaiy  to  legadife  ^e  meafure,  why  was  it  not  fo  esqneflfed  in  the 

letter  of  requifition  from  the  Secretary  of  State  to  the  Lord  Lieute^ 

nants?  In  that  letter,  you  will  not  find  a  iingle  word  sdx>ut  the 

4mQion  of  Parliament.     But  I  Ihould  be  glad  to  know  whether 

.  the  right  honourable  gentlertkan  means,  in  applying  for  contributions^ 

to  ufe  the  fame  language  to  the  country,  which  he  does  to  thi& 

Houfe  ?  Does  he  intend  to  a(k  every  man,  in  the  firft  inftance, 

whether  he  thinks  the  war  juft  and  neceflfary ;  and,  unlefs  he  thinks 

fo,  not  to  accept  of  his  alTiftance  in  fupport  of  it  P  or  does  he  expeft 

that  they,  who  think  the  war  originally  juft  and  neceflary,  will  fup* 

port  it  by  extraordinary  contributions  ?  Why  fhould  he  urge  thefe 

ufelefs,  contentious  queftions  any  where  ?  The  indifpenfable  necef- 

fity  of  defending  the  kingdom  is  argument  enough  to  engage  every 

man  to  concur  in  the  add^efs.     Op  this  day,  the  Minifter  may 

command  unanimity  if  he  will.—- He  forces  us  to  diflent,  when  in 

fad  wc  wifh  to  agree  with  him. 

Mr.  BUXTON  thou^t  the  war  in  which  this  country  was  en- 
gaged both  juft  and  necelTary,  becaufc  it  was  a  defeniive  war.  Hp 
refpeded  the  privileges  of  that  Houfe  as  highly  as  any  man ;  but 
there  was  a  propoiition  that  had  often  occurred  to  his  mind,  and 
which  he  ihould  mention  to  the  Houfe,  and  that  was,  that  diey 
ihould  give  up  the  right  of  franking  letters,  which  would  add  a 
very  confiderable  fum  to  the  revenue,  arifing  from  the  poftage  of 
letters.  When  the  country  at  large  faw  that  Houfe  giving  up  its 
privileg^i  it  would  be  fatisfied  they  meant  to  relieve  them  of  their 
burdens. 

Mr.  MARTIN  laid,  he  had  very  often  wiihed  that  fome  gen- 
tlemen would  have  brought  forward  the  propoiition  mentioned  by 
the  honourable  member.  If  the  privilege  of  franking  were  ufed  in 
the  way  it  was  originally  intended,  he  ihould  have  no  obje^on  to 
it ;  but  certain  members  in  that  Houfe  ufed  it  in  a  way  that  was 
cxtremly  improper.  [Here  tliere  was  a  call  of  Order !  Order !] 
Mr>  Martin  faid  he  wiihed  his  words  might  be  taken  down.  He 
iaid  he  wiihed  the  privilc^  of  franking  was  taken  away,  on  account 
cf  the  fcandalous  abufe  of  that  privilege,  and  it  would  add  very 
confiderably  to  the  revenue,  and  fo  far  diminiih  the  public  burden. 

Mr.  TAYLOR  thought  that  the  giving  up  the  right  of  franking 
would  rxit  add  much  to  die  revenue ;  but  the  giving  up  fome  of  the 
iinecure  places,  poffeifed  by  fome  gentlemen  on  the  other  iide  of 
the  Houfe,  would  relieve  the  people  from  very  heavy  burdens,  by 
adding  a  large  fum  to  the  revenue.  If  the  prefent  war  went  on, 
gnd  his  conitituents  were  fo  tas^d  as  they  were  likely  to  be,  he 
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ihouldy  'fome  day  or  other,  make  a  tnodon  with  regard  lo  the  fine- 
cure  places.  He  wifhed,  for  the  fake  of  the  countfj,  dnt  tfacj 
.had  left  out  of  the  addrqfs  the  words  ^' juft  and  neceflary 
He  had  always  thought  the  prefent  conteft  an  unjuft  and  an 
ceflary  war.  Every  exertion  tliat  could  be  jnade  ought  to  be 
to  put  the  country  into  a  better  (ituation.  He  (hould  vote  for  the 
amendment. 

Mr.  HAWKINS  BROWN  thought  the  expreffion  «  juft  and 
neceffary  war**  fo  material,  that  he  conceived  it  would  be  better  to 
carry  the  addrefs  containing  thefe  words,  by  a  majority  of  the  Houfe, 
than  the  addrefs  without  them  with  u^nimity. 

Mr.  FOX  here  gave  up  his  amendment ;  and  the  addrcis  to 
His  Majc%  was  voted  without  a  divifion,  and  ordered  to  be  pre- 
fented  by  fuch  Members  as  were  of  His  Majeify's  Moft  HonouiaUe 
Priw  Council. 

Mr.  Chancellor  PITT  faid^  he  was  about  to  propofe  a  biU  fimi- 
lar  to  that  of  1782,  and  therefore  he  moved  for  leave  to  bring  in 
a  bill  for  the  encouragement  and  difciplining  of  fuch  corps  and 
.  companies,  as  (hould  voluntarily. enrol  themfdves  for  the  defence  of 
towns  on  the  fea  coafts,  or  for  the  general-defence  of  tif  country  at 
laige,  during  the  prefent  war. 

Mr.  SHERIDAN  obfcrved,  that  the  right  honourable  gende- 
man  had  formerly  ftated,  that  thefe  corps  were  then  meant  to  be 
under  martial  law,  and  he  had  then  dated  that  the  prefent  bill  was 
intended  to  be  (imilar  to  that  of  1782.  According  to  that  bill, 
the  volunteer  companies  were  not  to  be  fubjedl  to  martial  law,  but 
in  the  cafe  of  an  adlual  invafion,  and  were  authorifed  to  make  rules 
.  and  regulations  among  themfelves  for  the  diredion  of  their  oondud. 
He  therefore  wiftied  to  know,  whether  the  prefent  volunteer  ooips 
were  meant  to  be  put  under  martial  law,  except  in  cafe  of  an  in- 
va(ion  ?  He  faid,  it  was  extremely  material  that  that  point  (hould 
.  be  clearly  and  diftinftly  underftood. 

.  Mr.  PITT  faid,  it  was  intended  that  the  corps  ihould  be  fiib- 
jed  to  martial  law  whenever  they  (hould  be  called  out,  and  ttat 
they  might  be  called  out  on  fomething  (hort  of  an  invaiion. 

Leave  was  then  given  to  bring  in  this  bill,  and  Mr.  Pitt  and  Mc. 
Secretary  Dundas  were  ordered  to  prepare  and  bring  in  the  fame. 
The  Houfe  adjourned. 

Thurfday,   2'Jth  March. 

Mr.  Chancellor  PITT  brought  up  a  bill,  for  the  encouiago- 
ment  and  difcipline  of  iuch  men  as  (hall  voluntarily  enrol  themfelves 
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for  the  fcrvice  of  the  State  upon  an  emeigency,  which  was  read  af 
lirft  time. 

Mr.  Pitt  then  faid,  it  would.be  proper  that  this  bill  fhould  be 

printed^  in  order  that  gentlemen  might  the  better  be  able  to  fee  the- 

tenor  of  it ;  he  did  not  apprehend  it  required  much  difcuiTion  ;  for, 

in  the  greater  part,  it  was  only  a  tranfcript  of  a  bill  which  pa(re4  ia 

1782  ;  itdifferedy  however,  in  one  part  from  the  bill- in  1782* 

By  that  bill,  the  volunteer  corps  were  only  to  be  fubjed  to  military 

difcipline,  if  they  nurched  under  arms  in  cafe  of  invafion  or  actual 

rebpliion.     By  die   prefent   bill  it  was  provided,  that  thofe  who 

Ihould  enlift  into  this  corps,  fhould  not  be  bound  to  wait  for  inva* 

iion  or  a£hial  rebellion,  but  might  be  called  out  on  the  appearance 

of  invafion,  or  by  the  Lord  Lieutenant  of  the  county,  or  the  SherifF, 

to  quell  any  Infurredion  or  difturbance  in  their  own  coun^,  or  the 

adjacent  onie,  in  which  cafe  they  would  be  fubjed  to  military  difr 

cipline.     He  propofed  that  the  bill  fhould  be  read  a  fecond  time 

to-morrow,  and  to  be  committed  for  Monday  next. 

It  was  ordered  to  be  read  a  fecond  time  to-morrow,  and  to  be 
printed. 

Friday^  l^th  March.  . 

Mr.  Chancellor  PITT  moved  the  order  of  the  day  for  the 
Houfe  to  refolve  itfelf  into  a  Committee  of  the  whole  Houfe,  to 
Goniider  of  ways  and  means  for  raifmg  a  fupply,  which  paiTed. 

He  then  faid,  that  the  lottery  of  the  prefent  year  was  mcne  ad- 
Tantageotis  to  the  Public  than  the  lad  year.  There  were  feven  dif*- 
fcrent  perfons  ready  to  offer  a  price  for  tickets,  and  that  he  had  of 
courfe  concluded  a  bargain  with  the  hi^eft  bidder.  He  then  moved 
a  reiblution  to  the  following  efFe£l :  ''  That  it  was  the  opinion  of 
that  Committee,  that  towards  railing  a  fupply,  to  be  granted  to  His 
Majefty  for  the  fervice  of  the  prefent  year,  there  be  granted  the 
film  of  704,0661.  13s.  4d.  to  be  raifed  byway  of  lottery,  tacon- 
fifl  of  50,000  tickets,  at  14I.  16s.  3d.  each.. 

Mr.  M.  A.  TAYLOR  rofe  to  declare,  that  he  had  not  in  the 
finalleft  degree  abandoned  his  oppofition  to  the  whole  fyflem  of  lot- 
tery, which  he  now  reprobated  as  ffaongly  as  ever,  being  more  than 
ever  convinced  of  its  pernicious  tendency  to  the  corruption  of  the 
Bioials,  and  deftnidlion  of  the  happinefs  of  the  peqple.  One  ef- 
fed^  however,  had  arifen' from  the'war,  that  it  deterred  thofe  from 
pecfiffing  in  pppofing.the  continuance  of  lotteries,  from  the  necefTity 
they  ooncetved  of  laifing  money;  enable,  therefore,  of  himfdf  to 
CQcnbat  againft  the  evil,  he  was  obliged,  however  relufhntly,  to 
fubmit.     It  was  his  determmation  to.fcize  the  earlieft  oppc^unity  6f 
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renewing  his  appofitioa  to  the  meafure,  and  he  finally  hoped  to  pre^ 
vail  in  deftiojring  it. 

Mr.  FRANCIS  faid,'  that  it  gave  him  great  concern  to  find 
hlmielf  obliged,  by  the  circumfiances  of  the  times,  to  withdraw  for 
the  prefent  his  oppofition  to  a  mode  of  raifing  for  ttif  public  fervice» 
which  he  condemned  as  much  as  ever,  and  knew  by  experience  to 
be  a  moft  pernicious  pradHce.  That  this  was  one  of  the  fiital  con* 
fequences  of  engaging  in  unjuft  and  unnecefiTary  ni'ars ;  that  it  oom- 
pelled  us  to  abandon  the  beft  principles  of  poKcy  and  good  govern- 
ment, becaufe  every  tlung  muft  give  way  to  the  neceflity  of  fuppoit- 
ing  fuch  wars,  when  once  we  were  engaged  in  them.  He  cmirdy 
concurred  widi  lus  honourable  friend  (Mr.  Taylor)  in  every  paid- 
cular,  and  would  be  ready  to  unite  with  him  in  oppofing  the  fyflem 
of  lotteries,  whenever  it  could  be  done  with  any  rational  profped  of 
fuccefs. 

Mr.  FOX  alfo  condemned  the  lottery,  as  a  fource  of  revenue; 
'  but  wx>uld  not  now  oppofe  it,  becaufe  he  (hould  not  <^^io<e  what 
contributed  to  the  revenue,  at  a  time  when  we  had  fo  much  occa- 
fion  to  increafe  it.  When  this  fubje£l  had  been  laft  difcuiled;  he 
underftood  diat  a  mode  was  to  he  adopted  with  refpedi  to  drawirig, 
that  was  different  from  the  former  mode  ;  he  wa»  forry  to  find,  on 
inquiry,  that  this  new  mode  had  not  been  produdiive  of  all  die  good 
that  was  promiied  at  the  time  to  refult  fiDm  it,  with  refpedt  to  the 
prevention  of  indirance.  He  diought  fome  fkrdier  r^ulation  (houU 
take  place  in  that  particular,  even  if  the  revenue  was  to  profit  Ids 
by  the  lottery  than  it  did  at  prefent.  He  therefore  wiihed  to  knoir 
whether  the  next  lottery  was  to  be  drawn  in  the  iame  manner  as  die 
laft  lottery. 

Mr.  Chancellor  P|TT  (hted,  that  between  the  adoption  of 
drawing  uncertain  quantities  of  numbers  each  day,  and  the  increafed 
vigilance  of  the  CommUTtoners  in  dete<$ting  and  punifhing  infiuanccs, 
the  evil  was  certainly  confiderably  dimini(hed  ;  but  iU)thing  tiev 
was  adopted  with  rcfpedl  to  the  enfuing  lottery. 

Mr.  TAYLOR  repeated  the  fuggeftion  which  he  had  thrown 
out  formerly,  of  having  three  or  four  lotteries  in  the  year,  and  eadi 
drawn  in  one  day  ;  by  the  brevity  of  which,  much  of  the  e^  com- 
plained of  would  be  remedied. 

The  propofition  of  the  Minifter  was  agreed  to  by  the  Corrmutteei 
and  tKe  report  ordered  to  be  received  on  Monday. 

The  bill  for  augmenting  the  force  of  the  kingdom,  by  the  addi- 
tion of  corps  to  be  raifed  in  the  various  towns,  counties,  &c.  for 
their  refpe<SUve  defence,  was  read  a  fecond  time.  Upcm  the  HK^lian 
fr  its.being  committed) 
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IVIr.  FOX  faid,  that  there  appeared  to  Mm  to  be  a  circumftancc 
in  thisjDilly  that  was  worthy  the  attention  of  the  Houfe.     He  al- 
luded to  the  words  in  the  bill,  which  were,  "  on  the  appearance  of 
an  invafion."     He  thought  that  this  was  giving   to  the  Executive 
Government  a  dangerous  and  almod  an  unlimited  power. 

Mr.  Chancellor  PITT  conceived  it  to  be  eiTential,  that  the 
calling  out  of  thefe  troops  fhould  hot  be  confined  to  a<5tual  invafion, 
becaufe  in  that  cafe  we  could  not  bring  troops  in  fucceffion  from  one 
place  to  another,  where  their  prefencc  was  the  mod  ncceflkry.  Be- 
fore the  attempt  was  adlually  made,  it  was  neceflary  th^t  thefe 
words  fhould  be  infcrted,  in  order  that  the  troops  (hould  be  brought 
to  the  coaft  where  an  invadon  was  apprehended^ 

Mr.  SHERIDAN  apprehended  that,  as  the  bill  now  flood,  un- 
der the  words  "  appearance  of  invafion,"  all  the  troops  under  this 
bill  would  be  liable  to  be  called  out  almofl  under  every  pretence.— 
He  thought  d»t  this  might  deter  many  perfons  from  enrolling  them- 
ifelves,  and  therefore  might  defeat  the  real  good  purpofcs  of  the  bill. 
He  wi(hed  the  bill  had  been  a  mere  tranfcript  of  the  bill  in  1782, 
which  the  Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer  propofed  to  take   for  his 
model..    What  was  meapt  by  the  appearance  of  invafion  ?    There 
Was  at  prefect  the  appearance  of  invafion  from  the  King's  mcflfage  ; 
the  probability  of  an  invafion  was  a  very  different  thing,  and  on 
which,  he  (tonfeflfcd,  he  had  no  alarming  apprehcnfions.     But  he 
was  afraid  that  tlJs -vague  expreflfion,  "  the  appearance  of  an  inva- 
fion," would  (land  in  the  way  of  the  voluntary  fcrvicc  which  the 
Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer  profciTed,  b/  this  bill,  to  endeavour  to 
encourage,  becaufe  it  went  to  the  fuhjcfting  men  to  military  difci- 
p)ine  unneccflarily,  and  on  uncertain  grounds.     He  apprehended, 
that  by  this  bill,  all  the  fenciblcs  or  volunteer  corps  might  be  fub- 
jccled  to  military  difcipline  for  the  whole  remainder  of  the  war,  if 
.any.Lord  Lieutenant  or  Sheriff  of  a  county  (hould  happen  to  call 
them  out  once  to  fupprefs  any  internal  tumult  or  difiurbance  :  this, 
he  apprehended,  might  operate  to  prevent  many  from  enlifting,  who" 
might  enlift  if  they  were  aflTured  that  they  would  not  be  under  fuch 
military  difcipline,  until  any  Invafion,  or  adiual  rebellion,   took 
place. 

Mr.  Chancellor  PITT  obferved,  that  thefe  perfons  would  not  be 
under  military  law  or  difcipline,  until  they  aflually  marched  under 
arms,  to  thi$  they  did  not  fubjeft  thcmfelves  at  the  time  of  being 
enrolled,  but  was  to  be  fiated  to  them  before  they  atSually  marched, 
and  then  being  fubjeil  to  military  law,  was  only  to  be  the  confc- 
quencc  of  a  fpecific  agreement  entered  into  by  themfelves.  Thia 
was  provided  in  the  bill ;  and  he  hoped  the  honQurable  gentleman^ 
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when  he  cam^  ta  employ  hh  ingcmiity  on  this  iubjecl  again,  woold 
not  di)  it  to  cKcirc  am'  alarm  in  tlie  public  mind,  and  produce  aa 
efFctft  which  might  tend  to.  prevent  any  pcrfons  from  enfotling  in  tlas 
corps,  for  aTTidiince,  (or  our  internal  defence :  he  hoped  in  futuic 
that  gentleman  would  employ  his.  ingenuity  radier  to  remove  than 
to  infufe  doubts. 

Mr.  SHERIDAN  laid,  that  his  objeft  was  to  deal  fairly  vfiA 
the  people  of  thh  cAimtry,  by  telling  them  the  real  Rnnocn  ihsj 
were  to  be  placed  im  ingenuity,,  he  had  no  doubr,  they*  would 
naturalTy  enough  expeft  from  tiltt  Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer; 
and  he  could  fupply  them  copiduflf  with  that  artick^  but  what  they 
would  chiefly  require  was  alktlc  plaih  dtalmg; 

Tlie  bin  was  ordered  to  be  committed  foe  Monday  ncxr. 

Mr.  TAYLOR  exprcflfcd  a  wiih  to  be  rcfolved  in- a  queftion^ 
wliich  he  would  put  to  the  Miniiler  upon.the  fubjedi  of  our  expen- 
diture in-  the  prcfcnt  hoftilities.  It  was,  that  as  our  po<lefllon  o^' 
Toulon  had  fome  time  ccafed,  and  confoquently  the  miflion  ef  Sir 
Gilbert  Elliott  thither  as  Commiifioner  at  an  end,  he  wxfhed  to  be 
informed  at  what  period  die  (alary,,  annexed  to.  the  fald  Oficc,  had 
terminated  ?  ' 

Mr.  Chancellbr  PITT  dSd  not  well  know  how  to  anftrer  the 
quc(tkM> ;  becaufe,  though  it  was  certainly  tnic  that  we  had  loft 
Toulon,  yet  Sir  Gilbert  Elliott  (KH  continued  tm-  ferve  HSs  Majefly 
in  the  capacity  of  Connmiinoner  in  thofc  partsy  and  was  adxnlly 
employed  in  very  important  fewices ;  confequendy  his  fatary  tlill 
continued  in  exigence,  though  not  predfely  as  CbnHnilfioner  at 
Toulon. 

.  Mr.  GREY  apprized  tfae^  I{ou(e,  that  as  there  (hoi  a  motion 
for  Thurfday  next  upon  the  fobjedi  of  the  war,  and  that  there  lies 
on  the  taUe  a  lift  of  the  killed  and  wounded  in  the  Uft  campaign, 
he  conceived  it  would  much  fsKrilitate  the  difcdiion,  if  the  fsud  liil 
were  made  as  public  a&pofliblc  ;  for  which.  purpofe>  he  moved  that 
it  be  printed  for  the  ufe  o£  the  members.  He  alJTo  intended  to-  move 
for  a  Kil  of  the  ftores^  &c.  lod  in.  our  attack  upon  Dunkirk ;  and 
srifo  for  the  returns  of  the  killed^  ii^ound&d>  &€;  as  puUithcd  in  the 
Ga^ctte. 

Mr.  Chancellor  PFTToppofed  aft  thefe-piopofitions  as  impro- 
per. The  printing  of  the  lift  on-  the  table  would  anTwerno  good 
puxpofe>  becaufe  it  was  not  fo  voluminous  but  any  gentleman  Blight 
quickly  make  himfelf  nKtfter  of  it.  With  xefpedi'to  the  other  pa- 
lmers he  fhould'  oppofe  their  piodudtion  inafmuch  as  it  was  ihfiproper 
tu  make  public  any  particular  lofs^  unlcfs  that  lofii  couldbe  impuccdr 
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^o  fome  particular  mifcondu^t  dcferving  cenfure ;  and  ttie  Houfe  had 
-tdrcTidj  decided  the  contrary  way  upon  tlie  fubjed  of  Dunkirk. 

Mr.  FOX  very  pointedly  reprobated  the  fyftematic  manner  in 
"which  Miniftcrs  pcrfifted  in  refufing  every  infonnatlon  that  was 
called  for,  and  put  it,  whether  in  the  difcuflion  of  tlic  quefiion  of 
Mar*  whcdicr  or  not  the  knowledge  of  our  loifcs  was  ncceifary,  and 
the  reafon  he  wifhcd  for  the  produiftwn  was,  that  die  lift  of  the 
killed  and  wounded,  as  laid  on  their  table,  and  that  of  equal  au* 
thority,  as  pui)U(hed  in  the  Gazettes,  were  fo  widdy  different,  that 
iie  (hould  like  to  fee  how  they  would  be  attempted  to  be  reconciled. 
Mr.  GREY  reitiarking,  that  If  the  Minifter  perfiftcd  in  refuling, 
it  was  in  vain  for  him  to  perfill  in  aiking,  agreed  to  withdraw  his 
nnotlon  for  the  prcfcnt ;  but  gave  notioe  he  would  renew  it  on  fonrte 
future  day. 

Mr.  SHERIDAN  faid,  that  in  bringing  forward  the  fubjefl  erf 
Ae  demand  which  had  been  made  by  His  Majefly's  Minifters,  of  a 
t)cncvolence  from  the  people,  he  (hould  be  obliged  to  trouble  them 
^t  coniidentble  Iciigth  ;  and  he  hoped  that  he  (hould  be  indulged  with 
their  attention.     The  propctlition  which  he  intended  to  make,  was 
fo  congenial  with  the  fpiitt  of  the  ConiHtution,  fo  neceffary  to  its 
maintenance,  in  the  purity  in  which  it  had  been  handed  down  to  us 
by  oiir  ancdlors,  fo  e(rcntial  to  the  iccarity  of  the  people,  and  to 
the  very  exigence  of  Parliament,  that  in  his  opinion,  it  wanted 
only  to  be  hea»'d,  in  order  to  he  generally  received.     The  demand 
made  by  Government,  and  addrelfed  to  different  Lords  Lieutenants^ 
was  of  the  greatcft  importance  in  every  light  in  which  it  couki  be 
viewed ;  and  its  importance-  was  incrcafed  by  the  circumfhinces  by 
which  it  was  accompanied  ;  for  the  right  honourable  gentleman  had 
chcrfen  to  pcriift  in  the  meafure,  which  he  had  adq}ted  in  fuch  a 
way,  as  to  make  it  evident,  that  he  rather  ad^ed  for  the  fake  of 
eilablifhii^  the  principle,  than  from  any  motive  of  immediate  ad- 
vantage to  the  State.     He  would  have  been  happy  to  have  put  off 
the  difcufSon,  if,  even  after  tlie  fkft  mention  of  it  in  that  Houfe, 
the  right  hofiouiaUeg^tleman  had  thought  proper  to  come  forwzrd 
in  any  fair  and  ^onftitudonai  nx>de,  to  apply  for  a  parliamentary 
fandtion<^f^is  mod  alarming  meafure.     But  it  fcemed,  through  the 
whole  of  his  recent  conduA,  to  be  his  6r(l  defire,  in  the  oftentation 
of  his  power,  to  increaie  the  prerogative  of  the  Crown ;  and  in  the 
choice  of  means  to  give  the  preference  uniformly  to  that  which  con- 
tiadidled  fome  eftabli(hed  ufagc,  violated  fome  ilindamentai  princi** 
pic,  or  dcmolUhed  fome  conftitutional  fence.     This  was  the  cafe 
in  the  landing  of  foreign  troops  in  this  country.     Khe  had  chofen 
to  apolv  to  Parliament  for  their  fancUon.  no  one  will  fay  that  a 


692  PARLIAMENTARY  A.  17^ 

do^ubt  would  have  arifcn,  or  the  fmalleft  hefitation  have  taken  place 
about  granting  an  immediate  fandlion*  to  Jtheir  entry  into  the  kii^- 
dom.     But  he  difdain^d  all  fuch  application.     Anxious  to  cftablHh 
the  precedent  that  the  Crown  could,  at  its  pleafure,  introduce  any 
number  of  foreign  troops  into  this  country,  he  contemned  dl  in- 
demnity, and  put  it  upon  the  footing  of  prerogative.      And  thufs,  in 
the  fame  manner,  with  a  Parliament  fitting,  a  Parliament  certainly 
who  had  (hown  thenifelves  not  indifpofcd  to  comply  with  any  mca- 
furc  propofcd  by  the  right  hoi>ourable  gentleman,  inllcad  of  coming 
down  to  ftate  and  defire  the  farther  aids  that  m^ht  be  ncccflarj'  for 
the  defence  of  the  country,  an  application  was  made,  through  th^ 
Secretary  of  State,  to  the.  Lords  Lieutenants  of  counties,  to  inftigare 
a  fubfcription  and  levy  a  fum  of  money  among  the  people,   not  fub- 
jc(fl  to  the  controul  o(  Parliament,  nor  even  within  its  cpgnizznce. 
When  tliis  extraordinary  proceeding  was  noticed  in  Parliamcn:  i: 
was  thought  proper  at  length  to  bring  down  a  mcffngc  from  the 
Crown.     He  even  then  hoped  that  in  that  meflage  words  would 
have  bcv^n  introduced,  and  a  proceeding  taken  upon  it,  whirfi  would 
have  made  his  prcfent  motion  unneceffary.    He  hoped  that  the  right 
honourable  gentleman  would  have  felt  it  to  he  his  duty,  to  call  upon 
Parliament  to  authorize  the  proceeding ;  and  even  this,  though  a 
tardy  and  ungracious  mode  of  condudV,  he  (hould  have  been  happy 
to  have  fcen  ;  and  he  (hould  not  have  in  fucb  cafe  diought  it  neccfiaiy 
to  fubmit  to  the  Houfc  the  motion  which  he  held  in  his  hand.    But, 
in  this.meifagc,  not  the  (lighted  application  was  made  for  anyau* 
thority  or  fandlion  of  tlie  proceeding.     All  that  he  had  done  was, 
to  bring  in  a  bill  to  put  under  certain  regulations,  the  men  to  be 
levied  by  tlic  money  fo  to  be  fubfcribed.     The  quedkni  for  the 
Houfe  to  conlider  this  day  was,  whether  the  people  had  a  rigj»:  to 
offer  and  to  give,  and  whether  the  Crown  had  a  right  to  receive,  a 
fupply  or  fubfcription  for  public  purpofes,  without  the  knowledge 
and  confent  of  Parliament  ?  this  queftion  involved  in  it  no  lefsthan, 
whether  the  Crown  could  maintain  a  force,  and  carry  on  die  Exe- 
cutive Government  of  the  country  independent  of  the  Padbmcnt 
thereof?  He  averred,  and  ihouM  endeavour  to  prove,   i(t,  that  it 
was  againd  the  reafon  of  diings,  and  againd  the  firft  principles  of  a 
mixed  Government,  and  of  a  reprcfentanve  fyftem,  and  confcqucntly 
not  rCvMncileable  either  with  die  fpirit  or  the  letter  of  our  Ccwiftitu- 
tion,  for  th«  Crown  to  poffefs  fuch  power,      adly,  That  it  was  not 
confiftcnt  with  the  ancient  and  found  ufages  of  the  coontiy,  con- 
formable to  the  beft  authorities,  or  to  be  reconciled  with  the  euftom 
of  the  kingdom  in  good  times ;  and  3dly,  that  even  if  it  were  con- 

uAcnt  wth    the  iifarrrs.    anri  fniorhf  hf*  fr>nnr/*nino^.l    Kc  niifhnrifi^. 
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that  it  W3S  not  a  wife  courfe,  nor  fit  to  be  rcfortcd  to  as  a  foixpcc  of 
revenue  for  the  fecurity  of  this  kingdom.     Thcfc  doflrines  were 
dear  to  his  mind  ;  but  if  he  ihould  be  able  to  make  anyone  of  them 
obvious  and  manifeft  to  the  Houfe,  it  wa«  enough  for  the  purpofc 
of  his  motion.     As  to  the  firft,  videlicet,  diat  it  was  againft  the 
Tcafon  of  things  that  fuch  a  power  fhould  c%\\\  in  the  Crown,  he 
i\T)uld  fay,  that  there  could  be  vo  true  fecurity  for  public  liberty 
except  on  diis  ground,  that  the  Crown  can  neither  take  nor  ufe  pro- 
perty to  any  public  pqrpofe  without  the  previous  confcnt  of  Parlia- 
ment.    It  was  not  the  boaflcd  liberty  of  Englifhmcn  merely  that 
property  was  fccured  to  them,  but  that  no  property,  however  it 
might  come  into  the  "hands  of  the  Crown,  could  be  applied  to  any 
poflible  purpf*fc,  except  fuch  as  had  been  picvioufly  authorized  by 
Parliament.     It  was  not  then  fimply  the  boaft  of  our  freedom,  and 
the  bafis  of  our  fecurity,  that  the  Cn>wn  could  not  take  money  out 
of  our  pockets,  but  that  the  people  9annot  by  any  adl  of  indifcreet 
benevolence  prcfcnt  their  money  ^o  the  Crown,  except  through  the 
channel  of  Parliament.     For,  fuppofe  that  it  were  otherwife,  and 
that  Grand  Juries,  corporate  bodies,  county  meetings,    and  other 
aflemblics,    could,  at  their  pleafure,  prcfcnt  fums  of  money  to  the 
Prown,  to  be  ufed  at  pleafure,  Parliament  mud  become  from  that 
moment  unncceffarj%  the  King  would  have  the  means  of  employing 
this  money  to  purpofcs  not  previoufly  explained  ;  for  it  was  the  pe- 
culiar ofRce  and  duty  of  Parliament  to  fquare  and  adapt  the  grant 
of  money  to  the  fpecial  purpofe,  and  to  fee  that  no  fums  were  put 
into  the  difpofal  of  the  Executive  Government  which  were  riot  to  be 
appropriated  to  a  purpofc  which  they  had  previoufly  juijged  ncceflary. 
If  grand  juries  and  county  meetings  could  not  then,  with  fafcty  to 
the  Conftitution,  grant  fuch  fums  of  their  own  motion,  how  much 
more  alarming  muft  it  be  if  a  fupply  of  this  kind  were  to  be  dc^ 
manded  of  them  by  the  Crown^  and  to  be  granted  upon  fuch  de- 
mand-? What  muft  be  the  fituation  of  the  countrr,  if  the  Crown 
could  at  pleafure  appeal,  not  to  Parliament,  but  to  knots  and  fe- 
leAed  Societies  of  individuals,  and  procure  fupplies  for  pu^fes  uri- 
known  and  unexplained  to  the  legal  reprefentiilives  of  the  people  ? 
It  might  be  polfible  that  a  moment  of  delufion  might  arifc  when, 
by  exerting  all  the  influence  of  the  Crown,  and  adding  to  it  all  the 
quackery  of  cant  words,  and  of  inflammatory  appeals  to  their  paf- 
fions,  the  people  might  be  brought  intoa  temper  to  grant  fupplies, 
even  when  the  Parliament  had  rctufcd  them. 

He  might  mention  an  inftance  within  ;ill  their  recoUeftion :  In 
the  year  1784,  many  pcrfons  were  of  opinion  that  the  Houfe  of 

Common*!    fhmilf^  hjivf*   r.*fuCre\    thf  fiinnltf-Q.    n«   tli*"  he.(k  means  of         ^ 
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cenftlng  the  unconftitutional  attack  that  was  then  made  on  die  prU 
vilc;ges  of  the  Hoqfe.     He»  for  oney  was  againft  the  meafure  ;  but 
ft  certainly  would  not  be  dc:iied»  that  if  at  that  time  it  had  becii 
adopted,  the  |xx>ple  of  the  kingdom  were,  by  the  artful  delufion  and 
cry  of  a  fourth  eftate,  and  of  a  mon{lrou$  coalition,  brought  into 
a  temper  to  have  granted  a  fupply  to  die  Ciown,  and  that  in  fucM 
a  way  as  to  have  made  all  the  functions  and  purpofes  of  ParlU- 
fnent  unnoccflary  to  the  Crown.     The  Eaft-India  Company  would 
no  doubt  have  been  ready  to  come  forward  with  their  500,000].  or 
x,ooo,oool.  and  a  fum  at  Icaft  equal  to  that  annual  grant,  w^hidi 
die  wifdom  of  their  anceAors  had  thought  fit  to  referve  in  the  hands 
of  Parliament,  as  the  beft  Security  for  all  their  other  privileges, 
would  have  been  railed  againft  that  very  coalition^  a  great  part  c^ 
which  was  now  revered  as  the  moft  fplendid  fupport  of  die  very  vi- 
tals of  the  ConOitution.     They  would  have  fubfcribed  againfl  sll 
that  was  great  and  glorious — againft  the  pcrfon  who  was  now  at  the 
head  of  the  law-— and  againft  thofe  who  liad  thought  that  nothii^ 
could  preferve  the  liberties  of  this  kingdom  inviolate,  but  involving 
the  nation  in  the  prcfent  moft  blcfted  and  advantageous  war.      If  the 
counties  of  England  were  to  be  left  to  ^ftefs  ^emfelves,  and  dut 
they  diftributed  the  order  for  the  fum  which  each  diftiid  (houid 
raife — a  means  by  which  ftill  the  Crown  would  obtain  money  by 
the  confent  of  the  pepp^e,  iind  by  which  at  leaft  the  Conftitution 
wouid  not  be  apparently  iojured,  the  meafure  would  ftill  be  coDtrary 
^  all  found  policy,  and  to  the  fpirit  (^  our  fyftem ;  for  it  would 
abolifti  Parliaments ;  it  would  render  the  King  independent  of  diat 
watchful  body,  whom  the  power  of  the  purfe  alone  made  formi- 
dable, and  jn  coniisqucnce  of  which  power  they  were  able  to  obtain 
the  redrefs  of  all  other  grievances.     What  would  be  die  confequence 
if*  this  power  of  the  purfe  was  not  vefted  folely  in  Parliament  r     AU 
the  privilegs  poflcfted  by  the  people  would  fall  at  once  to  the  ground, 
^r  they  were  infeparubly  connected  witli  tlie  aftembling  and  fitting 
of  Parliament*     The  King  was  not  bound  to  call  a  Parliament,  at 
ipecific  times ;   but  if  be  ftiould  neglect  to  call  one  for  three  years 
together,  it  was  appointed  that  they  ftiould  meet  by  the  authority  of 
the  people.     Would  the  Houfe  fee  the  great  aryl  firong  fence  of  all 
0icir  liberties,  the  power  of  the  purfe,  invaded  in  the  flighteft  man* 
(icr?  and  would  they  fay^th;|t  we  had  any  fenlibk  pradlicable  fccu« 
xity  for  any  one  privilege,  if  the  Crown  had  refourccs  independent 
of  the  pec^le  ?    The  qucftion  might  be  aiked.  Whether  the  Crowq 
could  msJ^e  ufe,  for  any  public  purpofe,  of  nconey  derived  from 
private  refources  ?     He  had  no  hefitation  in  faying,  that  it  would  be 
^  overturning  of  the  whole  Conftitution,  if  the  King  cculd  cmploj 
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any  funds,  to  a  puipofe  not  authorized  by  Parliament.     He  went 
^o  the  whole  extent  of  this  principle :  if  the  Throne  of  England  had 
<fevo!ved  to  the  Houfe  of  Bourbon,  would  it  have  been  a  fufficient 
fccurity  to  EnglJflimcn,  diat  th^  King  of  Great  Britain  being  aMo 
tf\e  King  of  France,  could  not  apply  the  imnnenfe  fums  whkrh  he 
might  have  drawn  from  that  flourishing  kingdom,  to  any  purpofc 
it%  England^   unauthorized  by  the  Parliament  of  England  ?    WouM 
it  have  been  fufficient  for  them  to  fay>  "  our  liberties  are  fafe  bccaufc 
you  cannot  put  your  hand  into  our  pockets  ?"  No :  it  was  fecn  and 
felt  that  there  could  be  no  feeurity  for  the  liberties  of  England^  if 
the  King  of  England  could  draw  rcfourccs  from  another  kingdom^ 
of  fo  immenfe  a  kind  as  to  render  him  fuperior  to  the  power  of  the 
jnirfe  in  the  hands  of  their  owrv  Parliament.     They  had  not  the 
fame  fear  with  refped  to  the  Elcdlor  of  Hanover,  becaufe  nore- 
fourccs  could  be  drawn  from  that  place  dangerous  to  Britifh  libcrtj'. 
The  principle,   however,  had  evet  been  prefent  to  the  minds  of 
men,   and  both  in  committing  the  hereditary  rcrcnue  which  th« 
King  drew  from  the  colonics,  and  alfo  in  fettling  the  Conflitution 
of  Ireland,  care  had  been  taken  dvat  the  Crown  (hould  not  have 
the  means  of  drawing  into  his  hands  films  that  might  be  ir^urious 
to  the  country.     One  of  the  moft  plaufible  arguments  that  was 
wfed  for  the  American  war,  and  the  only  one  indeed  which  could 
tend  to  give  it  popularity,   was^  that  by  giving  to  the  Parliament 
the  power  of  taxing  America,  they  would  take  out  of  the  hands 
of  the  Crown  the  revenue  whidi  America  might  voluntarily  grant^ 
without  tl^  cognizance  of  Parliament.      In  regard  to  contributions. 
It  was  ridicurous  to  fay  that  dicy  were  voluntary :  there  was  no  fuch. 
thing  as  a  pure  Voluntary  fubfcriptiort,  when  that  fubfcription  was  to 
be  made  foj  the  Crown*     If  this  was  true,  even  in  the  time  of 
James  I.  how  much  more  fo  muft  k  be  at  this  time  now,  when 
the  officers  of  cuftoms  and  excife,  placemen,  pcnlioners,  and  de- 
pendents upon  the  Crown,  were  greater  in  number  than  all  the  con- 
ftituent  body  of  the  kingdom,  certainly  more  in  number  tlian  that 
part  of  the  people  who  nominated  and  returned  a  majority  of  that 
Houfe.     Would  it  be  faid  then  that,   when  tlic  influence  of  the 
Crown  had  come  to  fuch  a  height,  and  when  that  influence  was  fo* 
Arenuoufly  exerted,  when  all  the  arts  of  intr^ue  were  added  to  the  ' 
menaces  of  power,  that  a  fubfcription  demanded  by  tlic  Crown  could 
be  faid  to  be  voluntary  ?     He  would  venture  to  fay,  that  not  onc!^ 
in  twenty  was  a  free  voluntary  fabfcriber.     The  extent  to  which  the 
principle  might  be  driven,  was  pretty  well  exemplified  in  the  late* 
n;«eting  for  Berwicfcy  a  meeting  which  he  did  not  hefitate  to  pro- 
nounce  llletral.  and  which  could  onlv  be   ao^ravatcd  bv  its  beiccr 
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founded  upon  an  npplicatiori  from  the  Miniftcr.     At  this  mcctiiq 
they  had  rcfolvcd  to  raife  two  troops  of  horfe  for  their  defence,  which 
fhould  be  at  the  difpofal  of  the  Crown,  to  go  to  any  part  of  Great 
Britain.     To  defray  this  expehce,  they  refolvcd  upoii  a  kind  of  land 
tax,  by  which  they  impofcd  a  Icvj',  amounting  to  eight  months  of 
their  annual  ccffmcnt.     Regretting,  however,  that  dicy  could   noc 
at  once  extend  this  to  the  property  of  thofc  who  were  abfent,  they 
drew  up  an  application  to  them,  by  which  they  ftigmatizc  all  who 
(hall  refufc  to  fubfciibe.     The  only  pica  in  favour  of  this  proceed- 
ing that  could  be  urged  was,  that  though  the  money  was  fubfcribcd, 
yet  it  was  not  to  be  applied  in  any  other  manner  than  by  confcnt  of 
Parliament.     Now,  he  called  upon  any  one  to  produce  a  (ingle  law 
by  which  it  could  be  proved,  that  where  it  was  lawful  for  the  people 
on  one  hand  to  fubfcribe,  and  for  the  Crown,  on  the  other,  to  ic- 
ccive  it,  it  was  equally  lawful  for  the  Parliament  to  direct  the  ap- 
plication of  It.     But  fuppofe  the  legality  of  fuch  interference  demon- 
ftrable,  might  it  not  be  rendered  nugatorj',  by  the  danger  of  waiting 
for  fuch  an  application  in  the  prcffurc  of  prcfent  and  imminent  diiB- 
culties  ?     Thus,  on  the  fubje(5  of  landing  foreign  troops,  it  was 
contended  that  there  exifted  no  danger,  becaufe  Minifters,  in  doing 
fo,  were  at  the  fame  time  bound  to  give  notice  thereof  to  the  Houfc. 
Neither  in  that,    nor  the  prefent  inftance,  could  any  law,  beaiir^ 
fuch  coni^rudion  or  ncccffity  be  produced ;  on  the  contrary,  if  it 
was  legal  for  the  King  to  accept,  it  was  equally  fo  for  him  to  apply, 
the  benevolences  which  might  be  granted.    But  he  aflferted  that  there 
was  nothing  contained   in  the  ftatutes  to  julVify  any  other  grants 
than  thofc  by  Parliament,  but  that  the  direct  contrary  was  deducible 
from  them  all ;  to  prove  which,  he  took  a  review  of  the  different 
period*  in  which  the  bufincfs  of  benevolences  were  agitated.     The 
firft  inftance  we  had  of  benevolences  was  in  the  time  of  Edward  IV. 
The  next  was  in  the  cafe  of  Pym  in  the  4th  James  I.  upon  his  rc- 
fiftln^  the  payment  of  certain  duties  levied  without  the  confent  of 
Parliament.     The  arguments  ufed  upon  this  occaJSon  fully  eftab- 
lIHied  the  point,  thoDgh  not  the  principal  one  in  difcuflTion — ^that 
the  King  had  no  right  to  fuch  means  of  fupport.     After  this  follows 
the  petition  of  right.      It  was  true  that  this  only  marked  compulfoi)' 
benevolence,  but  that  was  the  evil  felt,  and  to  remedy  which  they, 
of  that  day,  particularly  turned  their  minds.     Compulfory  gifts 
were  one  offence,  and  gifts,  however  free,  were  another,  and  no 
lefs  a  breach  of  the  privileges  of  tliat  Houfe  than  the  otlict ;  and, 
therefore,  however  he  might  feem  to  jcft  the  other  day,  he  ^'as 
pcrfeiWy  juftifiable  when  he  faid  the  Serjeant  at  Arms  pught  to  be 
lent  to  take  up  the  Chairman  who  (hould  fubfcribe  to  the  rcfdu- 


A.  1794.  b  E  b  A  T  te  S.  697 

« 

tions  of  a  irtecting  violating  thofe  privileges,  by  violating  a  fupply. 
The  next  cafe  in  point  of  order,  after  the  petition  of  right,  was 
the   eafc  in  1715,  of  Mr.  Oliver  St.  John,  who,  on  account  of 
a  letter  which  he  wTote  to  the  Mayor  of  Marlborough,  Avas  profo- 
cutcd  in  the  Star  Chamber  on  the  1 5th  of  April,  1 61 5 — In  this 
letter  Mr.  Oliver  St.  Johrt  dated  the  objcftioris  which  he  had  to  this 
kind  of  bcnevolencie :  firft  he  faid,  "  it  was  not  only  without,  but 
**  againft  reafon,  that  the  Comifioris  in  their  feveral  and  particulars, 
••  (hould  be  relievers  or  fuppliers  of  His  Majefty's  wants,  who  nei- 
•*  thcr  know  his  wants,  ^hor  the  funis  that  may  be  raifed  to  fupply 
**  them.     Secondly,   it  was  againft  reafon  that  the  particular  and 
**  feveral  Commons  diftracled,  (hould  oppofe  their  judgement  and 
**  difcretiori  to  the  judgement  arid  difc.-jtion  of  the  wifdom  of  the 
**  land  affembled  in  Parliament,  who  had  there  denied  any  fuch 
**  aid."     Mr.  St.  J()hn  ferthcr  faid,    "  That  fome  for  fear,  fomc 
•*  in  pride,  fome  to  pleafe  others,  would  enter  into  this  contribu- 
**  tion ;  and  he  ft'ated  it  to  be  againft  the  Conftitution,  and  a  vio- 
•*  lation  of  the  great  and  folemn  oath  taken  by  the  King  at  his  coro- 
**  nation,  for  the  maintaining  of  the  Liws,  liberties,  and  cuftorm  of 
*'  this  noble  realm."     For  this  letter  of  Mr.  Oliver  St.  John's,    he 
\vas  profeCuted  irt  the  Star  (Chamber,  and  his  fentence  was  to  be 
fined  5 cool,  and  to  be  imprifoned  for  life.     The  great  Sir  Francis 
Bacon,  was  then  Attorney  General,  and  the  fpcech  tliat  he  made 
upon  that  trial  was  moft  memorable.    He  defended  the  meafure  of 
benevolence  to  the  Crown,    by  moft  extraordinary  arguments. 
"  God  forbid,"  faid  Sir  Francis,   "  any  body  (hould  be  to  wretch 
'*  ed  as  to  think  that  the  obligation  of  love  and  duty  from  the  fub- 
**  jedt  to  the  King  (hould  be  joint,  and  not  feveral.     No,   my 
^*  Ixmis,  it  is  both.    'The  fubjedl  pctitioneth  to  the  King  in  Parli- 
ament :  He  petitioneth  likewife  out  of  Parliament.     The  King, 
on  die  other  fide,  gives  graces  to  the  fubjedl  in  Parliament ;   he 
"  gives  them  likewife,  and  poureth  them  upon  his  people  out  of  Par- 
*'  liament ;  and  fo,  no  doubt,  the  fubje<Sl  may  give  to  the  King,  in 
**  Parliament  and  out  of  Parliament."    Sir  Francis  goes  on,   that 
It  was  thought  fit  by  the  Lords,  in  Council,  to  make  a  proof  of  the 
love  and  attachment  of  the  country ;  and  they  dcvifed  and  directed 
letters  unto  the  Sheriffs  and  Jufticcs,  declaring  what  had  been  done 
here  in  London,  and  wiftiing  that  tlic  country  might  be  moved, 
efj)ccially  men  of  value ;  and  Sir  Francis,  in  the  courfc  of  his  ar- 
gument, defended  the  meafure,  becaufe  it  was  to  work  upon  ex- 
ample as  a  thing  not  dcvifed^  or  projedted,  or  required,  no  not  fo 
much  as  recommended,  until  many  that  were  never  move  J  nor  dealt 
with  ex  mertr  motu  had  ffcely  and  frankly  fent  in  their  ^efents  5  fo 
Vot.  XXXVIL  4  U 
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that  the  letters  Were  rather  like  letters  of  news,  of  what  tvas  done  at 
London,  than  otherwifc  ?  ind  we  know  exempla  ducuni  n^n  trahmftt ; 
examples  do  but  lead,  they  do  not  draw  ncr  drive.  The  letter  of 
Henry  Dundas  was  exa<Sly  on  the  model  of  the  letter  of  the  Coun- 
cil  of  James  I.  Sir  Francis's  whole  aigument  went  upon  the  idea 
that  this  benevolence  was  not  an  eXa6lion  called  a  benevolence, 
-tmd  which  the  Duke  of  Buckin^am  fpoke  of  in  his  oration  to  the 
citv.  His  definition  of  a  benevolence  was  cxtremelv  curious:  he 
defined  it  to  be,  "  not  what  the  fubjefl  of  his  good  will  would  give, 
**  but  what  the  King  of  his  good  will  would  take."  And  after  thcfe 
valuable  arj^uments  in  favour  of  benevolence.  Sir  Francis  ran 
thTx>ugh  three  pages  of  panegyric,  on  His  Majefty,  as  the  greatcft 
i^arrior,  fincft  writer,  moff  fublime  philofopher,  Moft  ChriPcui 
Monardi,  and  the  handfomeft  rmn  in  Europe:  and  upon  thefc  ar- 
guments, as  he  faid,  the  Star  Chamber  fined  Mr.  Oliver  St.  John 
5  cool,  and  condemned  him  to  imprifonmcnt  during  the  King^s 
pleafure.  If  the  Star  Chamber  was  revived  in  diis  country,  or  if 
the  Scorch  law,  or  rather  the  practice  of  the  Scotch  law,  were  in- 
troduced into  this  country,  tbeil  pcrliaps  this  fyftem  of  benev<dcnccs 
would  have  greater  fucccfs  than  it  was  likely  to  have,  as  the  ex- 
ample of  Mr.  Oliver  St.  John  might  be  revived.  Which  of  the 
two  the  T^ht  honourable  and  learned  gentleman  would  prrfcr  to 
introduce,  it  was  not  poflibtc  for  him  to  conjecture.  Mr.  Slnnidan 
thtn  came  to  the  ftatute  of  the  1 3th  of  Charles  II.  which  in  reality 
fettled  tlic  point  then  under  the  difcuflion  of  the  Houfe,  (or  that  i^a- 
tute  in  its  preamble  declared  all  voluntary  aids  or  benevolences  from 
the  people  to  the  Crown,  to  be  illegal.  But,  in  confidcration  of 
the  fudden  and  prefling  neccflity  of.  the  King,  it  did  legalixc  a  be- 
nevolence on  that  one  occafion  \  under  very  ftrid  limitations  it  di- 
rected that  the  fubfcription  uf  no  Commoner  (hould  exceed  the  funi 
of  two  hundred  ^x»unds,  nor  that  of  ?\  Peer  the  fum  of  four  hundred  ; 
it  limited  the  duration  of  the  benevolence,  arid  tlicre  was  a  fpccial 
provilion  thit  tliis  ftature  Ihould  never  be  drawn  in  as  a  precedent 
tor  any  future  occafion.  This  ftatutc  was  the  law  to  this  day .-  no 
one  proceeding  in  tlie  (liapc  of  a  law  had  taken  phco  (itKc  that  time  ; 
for  the  Bill  of  Rights  confirmed  by  inference  the  1 3th  of  Charles 
II.  though  like  the  Petition  of  Right  it  confined  itfelf  to  benevolences 
at  the  rcquifition  of  the  Crown.  He  could  not  conceive  what  pof- 
fiblc  cafe  tiicy  could  ground  themfclves  upon  fince  the  Revolution, 
what  authorities  they  meant  to  bring  forward,  or  upon  what  practice 
it  was  their  intention  to  jwftify  their  proceeding.  The  rfght  ho- 
nourable gentleman  had  thrown  out  an  infinuation  that  he  had  autho- 
rities :  it  would  be  found  with  what  reafon  he  had  ventiurd  to  mzkc 
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€hi8  affertion.     He  would  venture  to  fay  that  in  no  one  inAance  was 
there  a  cafe  to  be  found  in  any  thing  fiinilar  to  the  prefent.     The 
example  of  1745,  when  a  rebellion  ^^as  raging  in  the  country, 
and  Parliament  was  not  fittings  would  furely  not  be  mentioned  as  a 
pregnant  example.     It  was  one  of  thofc  cafes  of  extreme  ntccflity 
Mrhich  fupcrfcdcd  nil  the  ufual  forms  of  proceeding  as  well  as  all 
law :   it  was  a  cafe  that  ftruck  at  the  vitals  of  the  Conditution, 
Tjrhen  Government  would  not  have  merely  been  juftificd  in  taking 
the  aids  that  were  oileredy  but  when  they  would  have  been  juili- 
fied  if  they  had  gnnc  even  to  greater  lengths,  and  had,  by  the  pro- 
clamation of  martial  law,  put  the 'whole  body  of  the  people  into 
arms,  and  removed  the  property  of  individuals  from  the  reach  of 
tlie  common  enemy.     It  was  not  from  a  cafe  of  fuch  neccffity  that 
they  ought  therefore  to  argue ;  nor  did  he  conceive  that  the  right 
honourable  gentleman  would  choofe  the  cafe  of  1 7  56,  as  the  ground 
of  his  juftification.     At  that  time  bounties  were  offered  to  fuch  fea- 
men  as  (hould  enter  as  volunteers,  by  the  city  of  London  and  the 
other  great  bodies,  and  the  Eail  of  Chatliam  h^d  written  a  letter  of 
thanks  to  the  city  upon  the  occaiion.     But  would  the  Earl  of  Chat- 
ham, if  he  were  now  aliv«,  adopt  or  even  countenance  the  unpre- 
cedented meafure  of  his  fon  ?     The  cafe  of  offering  bounties,  Inr 
addidon  to  the  bounties  given  by  the  Crown,  was  very  different 
from  a  benevolence  to  the  Ctown.     The  money  was  not  given  tp 
the  King ;  nor  did  it  come  in  any  fliape  or  manner  into  the  hands 
of  Government :  it  was  to  be  given  (imply  to  thofe  individuals,  who 
in  eonfequerice  of  an  a(3  of  Parliament  entered  Into  His  Majedy's 
fervice ;  and  vfrho  had  already  received  die  fum  diredled  by  Parlia- 
ment.     It  was  z  meafure  which  countenanced  a  meafure  of  Parlia- 
ment, but  which  did  not  go  farther ;  it  did  not  add  one  man  to  the 
^nt  of  Parliament,  but  it  fimplv  held  forth  addidonal  inducements 
to  the  country  to  enter  into  the  fervjice,  held  to  be  neceflary  by  d'.c 
Parliament.     The  next  inftance  was  that  of  1 778,  and  this  was  of 
the  fame  fort  as  die  former :  Parliament  was  a4|ourned  for  the  pi  r- 
pofe,  as  it  was  faid,  of  procuring  the  additional  aids  at  a  time  whi  n 
t^ey  were  not  5tQngp     During,  this  adjournment  accidental  or  con* 
(rived,  certain  perfons  in  the  city  of  London,  and  odierwife,  did  re- 
fdve  to  raife  fums,  and  to  put  them  under  the  difpoC&l  of  a  Commit- 
tee for  the  purpofe  qf  buying  clothing,  6(t.    But  in  this  the  inftance 
differed  from  the  prefent,  that  it  was  not  done  at  the  requifition  of 
the  Crown  ;  that  His  Majefty's  Miniftcrs  were  not  fcen  in  it ;  and 
that  furely  was  not  one  of  the  cafes  in  which  the  Minifters  were  to 
find  their  great  authorities.     Great  authorities  were  to  be  found  at 
'  that  dme  againft  the  meafure.     A  right  honourable  gcndeman,  then 

4U  a 
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Member  for  Briftol  (Mr.  Burke,)  fpoke  with  his  ufual  fp^iKlor 
againfl  a  meafure  that  fhuck,  as  he  f^d,  at  th^  very  foundation  of 
public  fecurity. 

Another  great  authority  who  countenanced  the  Earl  of  Chatham 
in  the  cafe  of  1756,  and  whom  the  right  honourable  gentlcnon 
\rould  not,  he  conceived,  dcfptfc  upon  that  account,  objected  to  the 
meafure  with  that  warm  xcal  for  the  Conftitution  which  had  diffin- 
guifhed  his  honourable  life  (Earl  Camden.)  The  authority  of 
Mr.  Dunning,  and  of  many  other  moft  eminent  men,  was  againft 
pis  Majcfty  s  Minifters  on  a  riicafure  diat  had  not  half  the  aggra- 
vation of  the  prefcnt.  ^As  to  the  cafe  of  x  782,  at  which  the  right 
^lonourable  gentleman  feemed  to  glance  on  a  former  nrght,  and 
which  he  meant  to  infinuate,  was  a  proof  that  his  right  honourable 
fi'iend  had  then  countenanced  the  principle  of  the  meafure,  it  was  in 
his  opinion  totally  inapplicable :  it  w^^s  in  reality  a  meafure  that 
anight  have  been  deemed,  both  on  account  of  the  time  at  which  \t 
Came,  and  of  its  own  nature,  to  be  highly  democratic ;  for  imme- 
diately after  a  letter  of  the  Dujcc  of  Richmond^  and  of  his  motiun 
for  univerfal  fufFrage,  it  was  a  recommendation  to  the  people  to 
take  arms  for  their  own  mutual  defence,  but  not  putting  them  into 
the  hands  of  the  Crown,  it  was  ftating  wha^  was  undoubtedly  con- 
ftitutional,  that  for  mutual  defence  and  for  general  fecurit}'  it  would 
be  wife  and  prudent  for  every  man  to  be  armed  ;  but  it  did  not  re- 
commend that  levies  ftiould  be  made  for  the  Crown,  or  that  money 
iliould  be  put  into  the  difpofal  of  the  Crown.  He  had  thus  gone 
through  the  precedents  in  the  hiftory  of  England  ;  and  he  ccfficludcd 
from  them  that  the  prefent  meafure  was  clearly  hoftile  both  to  the 
fpirit  of  the  Conftitution,  and  to  all  th^  found  ufages  of  the  codntnr. 
His  third  propofition,  that  even  if  it  could  be  reconciled  with  the 
Conftitution,  and  with  cuftom,  it  was  ftill  a  meafure  un^ife,  futile, 
and  unfit  to  be  rcforted  to^  would  foon  receive  a  better  illuflntion 
than  any  that  it  could  derive  from  his  aiguments,  for  it  would  foon 
be  feen  what  would  be  the  refult  of  the  prefent  attempt,  for  there 
never  was  a  moment  fo  favourably  for  the  experiment  as  the  prcfem. 
The  country  had  all  the  motives  to  a  grand  difplay  of  benevolence 
that  any  pofTible  concurrence  of  events  could  engender.  The  cx- 
pcnccs  of  the  prefent  year  would  be  at  leaft  five  and  thirty  millions 
fterling  for  the  payment  of  the  ir^tereft  of  debts,  -and  for  the  main- 
tenanceof  this  moft  glorious  war.  A  war  eflcntial  to  fo  many  grand 
obje<S^s  that  it  was  almoft  impoflible  to  enumerate  them,  a  war  for 
the  falvation,  of  the  Britilh  Conftitutwn*  and  for  the  fafety  of 
Kings  ;  a  war  for  the  Chriftian  religion ;  a  war  for  privileges  and 
dirtindions  y  a  war  for  human  order:  a  war  for  the  lafety  of  tliis 
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country,  and  fpr  the  fecnrity  of  the  whole  of  Europe ;  a  war,  in 
iliort,  in  which  all  the  emotions  of  the  foul  were  to  be  rouzcd,  an4 
in  which,  if  ever  it  could  oc  expcfted  to  draw  a  grrat  fum  from  the 
foiirce  of  benevolence,  the  exertion  of  the  people  on  the  prcfent  oc- 
paiion  was  likely  to  be  fuch  as  to  dcmonftrate  the  extent  of  tliis  fp«- 
cics  of  rcfource ;  for  if  the  people  were  only  to  advance  their  money 
upoa  all  the  inducements  that  were  held  out,  one  pound  for  religion, 
one  pound  for  Kings,  one  pounJfor  the,Britifhconftitution,one  pound 
for  human  order ;   what  muft  not  be  cxpe<5led  from  a  generous  and 
opqlent  people  r  He  would  be  bold  to  foretel,  hrwevcr,  that  it  would 
be  treated  with  merited  difdain,  and  that  it  would  be  as  unproduflivc 
as  it  would  be  oppreflive  and  odious.     Nothiqg  could  be  more  idle 
at  the  fame  tinlc  than  to  call  It  voluntary.     When  the  enormous  in- 
flucnce  of  the  Crown  was  confidcred,  running  through  all  its  chan- 
nels of  patronage,  terror,  the  revenue  laws,  the  chain  of  dcpendance, 
and  all  the  varietips  of  afpect  under  which,  to  the  moft  diftant  parts 
of  tile  kingdom,  it  entered  and  pervaded  every  place,  it  would  be 
imponiblc  for  men  to  a6t  from  their  own  motion,  or  to  refift  the  tor- 
rent of  this  prevailing  power.    Nor  ct^uld  it  be  confidcred  as  the  moft 
equal  mode,  fince  fome  from  oftcntation,  and  more  from  intereft, 
in  the  view  of  deriving  advantage  from  the  fubfcriptions  to  he  raifed 
by  getting  rank  for  their  relations,  or  contradls,  or  agencies,  would 
be  induced  to  fubfcribe,  not  what  they  could  afford,  not  what  could 
be  confidcred  as  a  genuine  rcfource,  but  as  the  aggregate  of  pride 
and  mercenary  fpirit  for  a  time,  and  which  could  not  be  rcfortcd  tt> 
often,  without  fiillacy  and  defeat.     It  was  one  of  thofe  inAances  in 
which  the  right  honourable  gentleman  mimicked  the  Jacobins,  as  inw 
deed  fie  mimicked  the  Jacobins  in  every  thing.    It  was  not  the  fm^- 
left  of  the  evils  of  the  prcfent  fyftem,  that  all  the  miicrable  follies 
which  wc  reprobated,  wc  were  doomed  daily  to  imitate.      Inftead 
of  difplaying  a  manly  and  honourable  confidence  in  the  loyalty  and 
attachment  of  the  people  of  this  country,  to  the  perfon  of  the.  King, 
and  to  the  fyftem  of  the  Conftitution,  die  Government  fet  up  a  dark, 
gloomy,  Jacobinic  fyftem  of  inquifition,  dcftrudtive  of  the  concord, 
cliaradler,  and  happincfs  of  fociety  ;  infteatl  of  oppofing  to  the  fangui- 
nary  example  of  the  Jacobins,  and  of  their  horrid  punifhment9,  the 
example  of  a  mild  Adminiftration  of  out  criminal  laws,  and  fliewing 
by  the  beneficence  of  our  Courts,  the  beauty  and  efficacy  of  a  well- 
modelled  and  rational  fyftem  of  freedom,  wc  had  ftriven  only  to 
imitate  their  conduiS,  by  ftraining  our  criminal  la>\s  beyond  the 
example  of  all  former  times,  the  bhekcft  in  the  annals  of  England, 
and  (hocking  the  feelings  of  humanitj',  by  punifhmentsout  of  all 
prpportion  to  the  offence ;  and  now  inftead  (rf"  oppofing  to  their  irre- 
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gular,  unfubftantial,  and  Inefficient  fchemes  of  finance,  a  fyftcm  of 
folidy  equal,  regular,  andvpermanent  revenue,  we  had  adopted  tfactr 
very  proje^),  and  grafped  at  a  (hcwy  but  miferable  f^nCDni,  which 
would  be  found  to  elude  our  power,  and  to  leave  us  in  greater 
wretchcdncfs  than  ^cr.  In  every  way  in  which  he  oould  view  the 
fubjeiSt,  it  was  a  meafure  calculated  not  merely  to  delude  the  public 
for  the  time,  and  to  be  vexatious  and  oppreflive  as  (ar  as  it  went, 
but  to  be  fcemingly  adopted  for  no  other  purpofe  under  Heaven,  ex- 
cept to  take  advantage  of  the  decay  of  all  popular  fpirit  for  the  cftab* 
lifhment  of  a  principle  ruinuus  to  the  liberties  of  the  country.  He 
fliould  conclude  therefore  with  nnoving,  <<  7^hat  it  is  a  dangerous 
And  unconftitutional  meafure  for  the  people  of  this  country  to  make 
any  loan,  fubfcription,  or  benevolence  to  the  Crown,  to  be  ufed  for 
any  public  purpofe,  without  the  previous  confcntx)f  Parliament." 

The  ATTORNEY  GENERAL  obferved,  that  what  had  been 
done  by  His  Maje(fy*s  Miniftcrs  was  not  only  not  repug^nr  to  the 
wcll-koown  principles  of  the  Conditution,  but  was  fiindified  and 
confirmed  by  the  fpirit,  the  letter,  the  text,  and  the  comment  of 
every  law  that  exiftcd.  The  queftion  that  had,  on  a  former  occa« 
fion,  been  agitated  in  that  Houfe,  relative  to  the  Heflian  troops, 
and  that  had  been  alluded  to  by  the  honourable  gentleman  (Mr. 
Sheridan)  was  totally  an  ab(fa:a<Et  queftion,  and  he  could  not  con- 
ceive how  it  could  poflTibly  have  any  connedtion  with  the  fabjed 
then  under  the  ooniidcration  of  the  Hpufe.  When  he  heard  it  af*-^ 
ferted  that  night,  that  voluntary  fubfcriptions,  contributions,  and 
benevolences,  for  purpofcs  to  be  fimdioned  by  Parliament,  wcro 
illegal  and  unconftitutional,  he  confeiTed  his  great  aftonifhment  and 
furprizc-  After  thefe  aflfertions  had  been  fo  often  repeated,  he  v^ 
extremely  ^cautious  not  to  ftatc  a  fyllable  upon  the  fubjc^  till  he 
had  fully  and  completely  fatisfied  himfelf  that  tus  opinion  was  war-r 
ranted  by  law  and  the  found  princij;Jcs  of  the  ConfUtution.  But 
when  he  recolle£led  what  had  been  done  in  the  year  1782,  and 
(ince  that  peri<xi — when  he  rccoUedled  what  had  been  dorK  in  the 
year  1778,  and  the  opinion  of  the  great  and  illtifirious  charader 
(Lord  Camden)  who  took  a  particular  and  decided  part  in  the  pnv 
ccedings  of  that  period— > when  he  reccdIeAod  what  had  occurred  in 
the  year  1782,  and  the  opinion  of  Lord  Afhburton,  who  was  then 
one  of  the  Cabinet  Miniftcrs — whan  he  reooUeded  what  had  been 
tranfa«£ied  in  the  year  1759,  from  which  period,  and  from  all  the 
oiher  periods  that  he  had  mentioned,  no  human  being  could  diftin* 
guifh  the  proceedings  that  had  taken  place  in  the  year  1*794.,  on 
any  folid,  real,  or  fuhdantial  principIe-*-when  he  rccoUcAcd  the 
opinion  of  that  great,  nuble,  and  'illuftrious  chara^kr  (Lord  Q^a- 
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tHa.m),  upon  precifely  the  fame  meafurt,  to.bc  an  uttpdrallcled  pa- 
ri cgyric  upon  the  legal  zeal,  marked  loyalty^  and  firm  attachmcxtt 
o'f  the  fubjedts  that  had  come  forward  with  tficir  voluntary  contrlbu* 
tions — ^when  he  recolkdkd  what  had  dccurred  in  the  year  1746, 
9rk<]  the  decided  opinion  thereon,  by  the  great,  Icamed,  and  noble 
disumAer  {Ijord  Hardwickc),  who  took  occafion,  in  padiing  fentencc 
upon  the  rebel  Lords,  to  declare  that  he  held  the  oppolite  dodbine 
to  be  the  height  of  prcfumption  and  igfiorance-*^nd  when  he  r&* 
oolledcd,  that  in  confirmation  slnd  corroboration  of  this  opinion 
ight  be  added  the  clear  and  diftinct  fentimcnts  of  the  tw'elve  Judges 
~  England,  together  with  the  fentimcnts  of  die  Mafter  of  the  Rolls, 
He  was  aftonifhcd  and  furprifcd  beyond  any  thing  that  could  poflTibfy 
l>c  imagined — nay,  he  was  led  to  fuppofe  that  he  had  totally  mif- 
taken  the  ^ole  hiftory  of  the  country.    The  honourable  gentleman 
eonfidered  the  Petition  of  Rights  to  be  a  very  folcmn  declaration. 
And  when  he  recollected  that  tiie  celebrated  Lord  Coke  had  a  hand 
in  the  compolition  of  that  petition,  and  yet  had  left  this  cafe,  as  it 
'was  fiated,  totally  unprovided  for,  it  was  a  matter  very  ailont(hing 
and  utterly  unaccountable.    He  would  firft  (iate  the  fafis  en  which 
the  queftion  arofe ;  and,  in  the  fccond  place,  he  would  put  it  to 
the  confideration  of  gentlemen,  whether  the  propoiition  attempted 
to  be  made  out  by  the  honourable  gentleman  could  poflibly  arife  out 
of  the  fads,  or  whether  that  Houfe  could  come  to  a  refolution,  aye 
or  no,  upon  it.    Taking  into  coniideration  the  paper  that  had  been 
fent  round  to  the  fcveral  Lords  Lieutenants,   if  it  could  not  be 
fhewn  that  fuch  a  meafure  was  dangerous,  illegal,  and  unconilitu-  «^ 
tional,  the  opinion  of  every  ftatcfman,  lawyer,  or  politician,  upon 
precifely  and  exactly  the  fame  fubJL\S,  muft  have  been  hitherto 
miftakcn  and  erroneous.     The  plan  fuppofed,  that  corps  were  to 
be  raifed  independent  of  the  furee,  fur  the  raifing  and  maintaining 
of  which  Parliament  was  to  pafs  a  vote.    Then  it  was  ftated,  thit 
fuch  meafure  was  ill^al  and  unconftitutiotial-— And  why  ?  Bevaufe 
a  bill  was  to  be  brought  into  that  Houfe,  very  nearly  (imilar  to, 
at  lead  with  very  little  verbal  difference  from,  a  bill  that  had  been 
brought,  under  tlic  fame  circumftanccs,  into  tlie  Houfe  in  the  year 
1782.     He  would  next  proceed  to  argue  upon  tlic  cafes  that  ho 
had  alluded  ro  — He  would  not  begin  v»ith  cafes  that  occurred  in 
the  laft  century,  but  would  commence  with  the  latcft  precedents  j 
and  then  (heM',  by  retracing  regularly  the  fcvcrai  proceedings,  how 
the  cafes  grew  out  of,  and  in  what  manner  they  w^re  independent 
of,  each  other.     In  the  year  1782,  as  was  before  ftated,  with  the 
Lords  Camden  and  Shclbume  in  the  Cabinet,  together  with  a  right 
.  J^ionaurablc  gentleman  (Mr.  Fox}  who .  was  inferior  to  ncidicr  in 
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talcrits  or  abilities,  a  cafe  had  occurred,  where  Lord  Shclbume  had 
written  a  letter*  to  fevcral  parts  of  the  country,  folicidng  fubfcrip- 

♦  The  follcwing  is  a  Copy  of  the  Earl  of  Shc!burnc*8  Letter  fatbe  bnd 
Mayor,  relative  to  arming  the  People,  topjcthcr  with  the  Headiof  the 
Plan  therein  InclofVd.  [ExtraStd  frsm  Behrttt^s  RtmamhroMcer  fn 
1782,  VoU  Xllii] 

Uniitehall^  jthMa^^  17B3. 

ClRCl/LAll    COPY* 

ttis^ajefty  has  comrriandcd  iile  to  exprcfs  hi»  firm  reliadcc  upon  tbc 
fpirit  and  loyalty  oi  his  people,  a#d  his  royal  confidence,  that  d^mng 
this  feslfon  of  difficulty,  their  utmoll  endeavours  will  dot  be  waniiog  to 
give  unqueiHonable  proofs  of  their  attachment  and  emulati.>n  fof  hii 
Tcrvice ;  and  foiefeeing,  that  by  wifc#  fb-eouaus,  and  timely  pfcpara- 
tioos,  he  may  not  only  difappiint  or  defeat  any  hofllle  attempts,  hut, 
by  appcirinj;  ftrong'and  united  at  home,  he  rtiay  be  enabled  to  make  rbe 
more  powerful  cff(  rts  for  maintaining  his  honour  and  the  public  interells 
abroad,  and  theieby  lay  the  furefl  foundations  for  a  fafc,  an  hooourabk, 
and  a  lafting  peace :  and  as  the  populoufnefs  of  the  principal  towns  aod 
cities  of  Great  Britain  naturally  offers  the  greateft  facility,  as  well  ior 
forming'into  corps  :;s  ftir  learning  the  military  cxercife,  without  lofs  of 
time,  interruption  of  labour,  or  any  conliderable  fatigue^  His  M^jcilj 
has  commanded  me  to  tranfmit  to  you  the  inclofcd  propofitions,  which 
have  been  fubmitted  to  His  MajeHy,  as  at  lea{l  a  temporary  plan  for 
augmenting  the  domcHic  force  of  the  nation,  whicH  being  adopted  or 
improved,  according  to  the  circumdances  and  iituation  of  the  town  of 
which  you  are  the  chief  Magiilrate,  may  tend  to  the  immediate  fonna- 
tioo  of  a  great  and  rcfpedable  addition  to  the  national  force  at  hoiDf# 
on  the  moA  natural  and  conflitiuional  principles* 

For  this  purpoft,  I  have  His  Majcfty*8  command  to  fignify  to  y«u  hii 
defire  and  recommendation,  that  you  fhould  take  the  fame  ioto  immcdiaie 
coniideration,  and  after  having  confidered  it,  report  to  me  whatever  oh- 
fcrvations  may  occur  to  you  for  the  carrying  into  execution  a  plan,  tbc 
purpofe  of  wiich  is,  to  give  fecurity  to  your  own  perfonsand  property, 
and' to  the  general  defence  of  the  kingdom. 

I  am,  Sir,  your  mod  obedient  humble  fervant, 

(Signed)  *  SHELBURNE. 

H^ADt  of  a  Plan  for  raijhig  Co^PS  in  the  federal  Towns  in  GsEAt 

Britain. 

J  ft.  The  principal  towns  in  Great  Britain  to  fum:fh  one  or  more 
battalions  each,  or  a  certain  number  of  companies  each,  in  proportion  to 
their  Qze,  and  number  of  inhabitants. .    - 

ad.  The  Officers  to  be  appointed  from  among  the  gentlemen  of  tbe 
neighbourhood,  or  thi  iirhabitants  of  the  faid  town,  either  by  commiliion 
from  His  M.ijclly,  or  from  the  Lord  Lieutenant  of  the  county,  upon  ibc 
recommendation  of  the  chief  Magiflratc  of  the  town  in  which  the  corps 
afc  raifed. 

3d.  They  are  to  be  poffeHed  of -feme  certain  eUatc  in  land  or  mooeXi 
.^n  propoi  ttioa  to  their  lank^ 

5. 
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tions — ^This  letter  was  dated  May  7,  1782,  and  fet  forth,  that 
I-Iis  Majefty  had  given  direftions  the  more  cffeclually  to  guard 
agninft  any  hoftile  attempt,  and  the  better  to  provide  for  cur  opera- 
tions abroad,  for  the  augmentation  of  the  domcftic  force  of  the 
Icingdom,  and  for  the  railing  of  voluntary  contributions.  Moft  un- 
quedionably  this  meafure  proceeded  on  the  moft  natural  and  confti- 
tu Clonal  principles. — His  Majefty  had  g'ven  diredlions  for  this  plan 
ti3  -he  taken  into  confideration  by  his  fubjc(Ss,  the  better  to  provide 
for  the  feciirity  of  the  kingdom.    This  plan  was  dated  the  I  ith  of 

4th.  Adjutant,  or  Town-Major  in  each  town,  to  be  appointed  by 
His  Majefty. 

jth.  A  proper  number  of  Serjeants  and  Corporals,  from  the  army, 
to  be  appointed  for  the  corps  in  each  town,  in  proportion  to  their 
number. 

6th.  The  faid  Serjeants  and  Corporals,  as  well  as  the  Adjutant,  or 
Town-Major,  to  be  in  Government  pay. 

7th.  The  men  to  cxcrcifc  frequently,  either  in  battalions  or  by  com- 
panies, on  Sundays  and  on  all  holidays,  and  alfo  after  their  work  is  over 
in  the  evening, 

8th«  Arms,  accoutrements,  and  ammunition,  to  be  furniflied  at  the 
ex  pence  of  Government,  if  required. 

9th.  Proper  magazines  or  ftore-houfes  to  be  chofen  or  eredled  ia 
each  town  for  keeping  the  faid  arms,  &c. 

10th.  The  arms  and  accoutrements  to, be  delivered  out  at  times  of 
cxercife  only,  and  to  be  returned  into  the  (lores  as  foon  as  the  ezercile 
is  finidied. 

nth.  The  Adjutant,  or  Town-Major,  to  be  always  prefcnt  at  excr- 
cife,  and  to  fee  that  the  men  aftefwards  march  regularly  and  lodge  their 
arms  in  the  ftore-houics. 

1 2th.  Proper  penalties  to  be  infliiSed  on  fuch  as  abfent  themfelvrs 
from  exerclfe,  and  alfo  for  difobedience  of  orders,  infolence  tb  their  oIR* 
cers,  and  other  diforderly  behaviour, 

13th.  The  above  corps  not  to  be  obliged,  on  any  account,  or  by  any 
authority  whatever,  to  move  from  their  refpedtivc  towns,  exceju  in 
times  of  a<f^ual  invafioa  or  rebellion. 

14th.  Hid  Majefty  iliall  then  have  po^er  to  order  the  faid  corps  to 
inarch  to  any  part  of  Qreat  Britain,  as  his  ferrice  may  require. 

I  ^th.  They  are  on  fuch  occaiions  to  ad  either  feparately  or  in  con- 
jundlion  with  His  Majefty's  regular  forces,  and  be  under  the  cQnmand 
of  fuch  Qeneral  Officers  as  His  Majefty  fliall  think  pro|)er  to  appoint. 

T6th.  Both  Officers  and  men  to  receive  full  pay,  as  His  Majefty's 
other  regiments  of  foot,  from  the  day  of  their  march,  ^nd  as  long  as 
they  fliatl  continue  in  the  fcrvice  of  their  towns. 

17th.  They  arc  to  be  fubjcA  to  military  difcipline  in  the  fame  man- 
ner as  His  Miijw'fty's  regular  forces,  durhig  the  faid  time  of  their  being 
fo  called  out  and  receiving  Government  pay, 

1 8th.  All  Officer^  who  ftiall  be  difahlcd  in  a6tual  fervice,  to  be  en- 
titled to  half-pay ;  and  all  non-commiilioned  Officers  and  private  men 
difablcd,  to  receive  the  benefit 'of  Chclfea  Hofpital. 

19th.  The  widows  of  Officers  killed  in  the  fervice  to  have  a  penfiua 
for  life. 
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May,  1 7821  and  direAed  the  niiiing  of  one  or  nriorc  battalions  in 
certain  towns  and- counties,  and  alfo  dlrefted  that  the  officers  of 
fuch  battalions  fliQuld  be  raifed  out  of  the  gentlemen  of  the  neigh- 
bourhcx)d :  the  arms,  accoutrements,  and  ammunition,  to  be  fur- 
niflied  by  Government,  if  ncceffary, — This  wis  an  appeal  to  the 
'loyalty  of  His  Majefty's  fubjed^s  in  the  month  of  May,  1782,  under 
the  aufpiccs  of  the  Adminiftration  of  that  day ;  and  he  muft  nuin' 
tain  again,  {hat  if  any  man  rcquelted  from  him  his  labour^  to  fill 
the  purfe  of  His  Majefty,  or  to  fave  Government  the  expencc  of 
I  ol.  he  did  as  much  by  complying  with  that  rcquefl,  as  if  he  had 
adually  given  government  the  fum  of  i  ol.  Part  of  this  plan  was, 
that  the  widows  of  ofEcers  to  be  employed  (hould  have  pcnfions  for 
life.  What  was  this  but  faying  tliat  thefe  widows  fhould  have  tlic 
money  of  the  public.  To  this  communication  and  plan  die  Secre- 
tary of  State  received  from  different  parts  of  the  kingdom  difiercnt 
anfvvers. —  From  Scotland  not  the  moft  agreeable;  for 'the  anfwen 
from  thence  were,  "  that*  the  people  were  too  poor  to  contribute 
any  more  to  the  war,  having  already  contributed  as  much  as  they 
were  able  to  bear.  There  were  anfwers  from  Sheffield — finom  the 
Mayor  of  Yarmouth — from  the  town  of  Leeds-r^finom  Sunderland 
—from  Lincoln — from  Carlifle- — from  Norfolk — from  Cambridge 
^. — from  Lewes  in  Suflex — and  from  Exeter,  almoft  all  Hating  a 
readinefs  to  open  a  fubfcription  for  the  fupport  of  Government,  and 
thofe  who  did  not,  only  ftated  their  inability  to  do  fo,  none  their 
unwillingnefs. 

He  might,  perhaps,  be  told,  that  the  meaning  of  the  letter  wa^ 
not  to  recommend  a  fubfcription,  but  fomething  elfe  ;  to  which  he 
would  anfwer,  that  the  beft  interpretation  of  its  meaning  was,  the 
imprenion  it  made  on  all  thofe  to  whom  it  was  addreiTed  ;  and  that 
imprcffion  had  been  uniformly  what  he  had  now  ftated.  In  1778, 
at  a  meeting  of  merchants  of  London,  and  otlier  friends  of  the  con- 
ftitutional  authority  of  Great  Britain  over  her  rebellious  colonies  in 
America,  it  was  voluntarily  agreed^  that  fubicriptions  (hould  be 
opened  for  raifing  money  in  aid  of  His  Majefty 's  fervice,  to  be  dif- 
pofcd  of  in  fuch  manner  as  His  Majefty,  in  his  wifdom>  (hould 
think  fit.  This  meafure  was  oppofed  by  Lord  Camden,  Lord  A(h- 
burton,  and  the  other  illuftrious  perfons  to  whom  he  had  already  al- 
luded. How  came  thefe  perfons  to  differ  pradically  in  1 782  from 
their  theoretic  opinion  in  1778  ?  It  was  no  reproach  whatever  to 
them  ;  it  arofe  from  a  convidlion  of  the  ncceffity  of  the  State,  by 
which  they  were  called  upon  to  abandon  the  queftion  of  abftia^t  rca^ 
foning  for  relative  propriety  ;  and  that,  he  would  maintain^  would 
always  be  the  fate  of  every  politician,  Uho  really  d^fqved  to  ^ 
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nfidcred  as  the  friend  of  his  country.     But  it  did  not  end  here  j 
for  he  maintained  that  all   the  money  that  had  from  time  to  time 
l>ccn  voted  for  levying  fcamen,  over  and  above  the  King's  bounty, 
'^vas  precifely  of  the  fame  nature  as  the  fubfcriptions  in  queftion.    In- 
deed, on  the  legality  of  thefe  fubfcriptions,  the  right  honourable 
gentleman  himfelf,  (Mr.  Fox),  the  laft  time  this  fubjc6t  had  been 
ilated,  had  only  faid  that  the  inclination  of  his  mind  went  againft 
the  legality ;  but  the  motion  of  the  honourable  gentleman,  who 
brought  the  queftion  forward  to-night,  faid  it  was  dangerous  to  the 
conftitution  ;  and  yet  our  anceftors,  fortie  of  them  as  attentive  to 
tlic  true  principles  of  the  conftitution  as  any  man  this  day  could  pre- 
tend to  be  ;  fome  of  them  the  framers  of  the  Petition  of  Right,  had 
laniformly  adopted  this  mode  of  fubfcription,  with   all  the  danger 
flaring  them  In  the  face*     He  therefore  did  not  like  to  hear  thefe 
attempts  made  to  alarm  the  Public,  on  points  in  which  there  w  as  no 
real  conftitutional  danger.     The  people  of  England  loved  the  con- 
ftitution ;  leave  it  to  them  as  it  has  been,  and  they  will  be  content-* 
cd.     He  was  in  earneft  in  what  he  faid.     Could  the  Houfc  think 
that  he  was  a^uated  by  any  unworthy  motive  r  What  purpofc  could 
he  have  to  fervc,  by  faying  what  he  did  not  in  his  heart  feci  upon 
the  fubject  ?  He  muft  then  repeat,  that  all  attempts  to  infufc  any 
diftruft  into  the  public  mind,  appeared  to  him  to  be  highly  mif- 
chicvous.     He  did  not,  however,  accufc  any  gentleman  of  fuch 
intentions  ;  he  was  bound  to  take  it  for  granted,  unlefs  he  could 
prove  to  the  contrary,  that  every  man  was  actuated  by  tlie  natives 
he  profcffed.     He  then  took  notice  of  the  motion  of  Mr.  Wilkes 
for  leave  to  bring  in  a  bill  the  more  efFe<Sually  to  prevent  the  dan- 
gerous and  unconftitutional  praftice  of  giving  money  to  the  Crown 
as  a  private  aid,  loan^  or  benevolence,  without  the  confent  of  Par- 
liament ;  and  alfoa  refolution  in  the  Houfc  of  Lords,  in  the  year 
1778;  both  of  which  were  negatived,  as  matter  of  prudence  at 
ieaft ;  and  he  faw  no  more  reafon  for  adopting  the  prefent,  than 
for  adopting  thofe  motions.     He  muft  own  that  he  did  not  like  to 
be  debating  on  qucftions  which  introduced  obfervations  tending  to 
hold  out  that  the  King's  prerogative  and  the  intercfts  of  the  People 
were  diftinft  and  feparate.     It  was  not  wife  for  Rlrliament  to  come 
to  any  refolutiori  upon  the  queftion.     But  after  an  alarm  had  been 
created,  it  became  him  to  go  through  the  fubjcft.     He  would  be- 
tray the  fair  right  of  exerciling  his  judgement,  were  he  to  agree  with 
the  conftrudtion  that  had  been  put  upon  the  plan  by  the  honourable 
gentleman  (Mr.  Sheridan).     In  the  year  X759,  money  was  raifed 
for  levying  feamcn,  under  precifely  the  fame  circumfts^ces.     He 
defired  gentlemen  to'  diftinguifti  that  cafe  from  the  prcfcnt.     It  did. 
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not  bcccmc  gentlemen  fo  frequently  to  contraft  the  word  People  vith 
the  word  Afrj^J^y*     He  begged  leave  to  remind  fueh  gcntlcnr*cn, 
that  prerogative  was  vefted  in  His  Majcfty,  as  the  Father  of  dx 
People,  and  fcr  the  benefit  of  the  People  ^  but  v^-as   it  likely  that 
the  Judges  of  the  land,  who  were  entrufted  with  the  prefcrvation  uf 
tlie  bcft  principles  which  the  conftitution  vcftcd^  would  give  their 
opinion  in  favour  of  fuch  a  plan  ?  If  they  had  eonfldered  voluntary 
contributions  to  have  been  illegal  and  unconditutional,  would  they 
not  have  faid  that  Minifters  ought  to  have  gone  to  Parlianient  for 
a  bill  of  indemnity  ?   Did  they  fay  fo  ?  No.     Was  it  likely  that  an 
eminent  and  illuftrious  chara^Sler  (Lord  Hardwickc)  whofe  memory 
tlie  latcft  pofterity  would  revere,  would  tamifh  his  own  character  as 
a  Judge,  when  he  delivered  his  opinion  upon  the  occa(ion  ?   Thcfc 
were  his  recorded  words — "  The  rebels  foon  faw  the  King's  fub- 
jciSs  endeavouring  to  outdo  one  another  in  zeal,  ^ffc&lon,  attach- 
ment, and  loyalty.     Thej'  perceived  that  the  merchants  had  aflcm- 
bled,  and  that  all  defcriftions  of  men  crowded  in  with  liberal  con- 
tributions beyond  all  former  times."     Now,  what  rcafon  had  Lord 
Hardwicke  to  fay  any  thing  about  the  circumftance  r  Why^  tliat 
great  charadcr  was  not  content  with  merely  faying  that  it  was  per- 
fcdly  conftitutional ;  but.  added,  "  notwiihftanding  what  has  been 
ignorantly  and  prefumptuoufly  dated  to  the  contrarj'^,"  was  it  to  be 
fuppofed  that  fuch  a  great  charafter  fo  totally  midook  what  had  taken 
place  in  the  laft  century?  The  Mutiny  Bill  and  the  Bill  of  Rights  had 
been  brought  forward.     What  did  the  Bill  of  Rights  ftate  r  Why, 
tliat  the  railing  and  keeping  a  (landing  army  witlilh  the  kingdom,  in 
time  of  peace,  was  contiary  to  law.     There  was  no  doubt  about  it. 
The  Petition  of  Rights  recited  the  (latute  of  Riclinrd  HI.,  and  upon 
Which  Lord  Coke  had  commented.     That  great  authority  concluded 
his  comment  with  quod  mta  bene,  "  if  money  is  given  with  free 
will  and  confent,  this  is  not  prohibited  by  any  ftaturc."     Among  a 
multitude  of  cafes,  he  (hould  feleA  from  that  great  writer  one  in  the 
reign  of  Richard  IH.,  who  folicited  a  fubfcription  in  pcrfon.     He 
aikcd  a  widow,  "  What  will  you  give  me  for  the  maintenance  of 
the  war  againft  my  enemies  ?"     She  feid,  *'  In  faith,  for  the  fake 
of  your  lovely  countenance,  you  fhall  have  twenty  pounds."     On 
which,  he  kifled  her,  and  (lie  immediately  faid  he  fliould  have 
twenty  pounds  more.     He  then  cited  the  declaration  of  all  the 
Judges  in  the  reign  of  Queen  Elizabeth,  **  that  a  free  gift,  or  bene- 
volence, without  complaint,  was  lawful."     The  Petition  of  Rights 
provided  that  no  man  fhoiild  be  compelled  to  give  benevolences 
againft  his  will.     Would  the  honourable  gentleman  infer  fixnn  this, 
that  the  ^Lcgiflaturc  liad  left  the  matter  fo  as  to  miflcad  pofterity ; 
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and  if  fo,  would  poftcrity  have  been  miflcd  from  the  year  1627 

down  to  the  year  1794.     He  w Anted  to  know,  why  the  gentlemen 

on  the  oppofitc  fide  had  fufRrrcd  fcvcral  of  the  nobility  in  this  country 

to  raifc  companies  at  their  o%\  n  cxpcnce  ?  He  wanted  to  know  wliy 

4I1C  Eaft-India  Company   bad  been  fufFcrcd,  during  the   AmtricaA 

\*'ar,  to  (ubfcribe  three  (hips  ?  or  why  a  noble  Lord  had  been  fuf- 

fered  to  prcmfe  a  fevcnty-foiir,  but  which  promife.  had  not,  indeed, 

Ixren  ferfomiedf  It  was  not  wife  to  come  to  any  refolution  upod 

the  fubjedL     The  meafure  itfclf  ftated  tlie  plan,  which  it  was  im- 

poflibfe  could  be  cffe£^cd  without  the  concurrence  of  Parliament. 

If  the  right  honourable  gentleman  was  convinced,  that  by  this  plan 

Ibmething  hoftile  was  intended  to  this  ctxiftitution,  he  might  impeach 

the  advifcrs  and  promoters  of  it.     He  concluded  with  faying,  that 

lie  held  it  a  duty  incumbent  upon  him,  from  the  fituation  that  he 

filled,  to  move  the  previous  qucllion. 

Mr.  POWYS  thought  that  the  fafety  of  the  countr)'',  in  thcpnv 
fent  contcft,  called  fi)r  t]ic  moft  adiive  exertions,  though  he  couU 
not  altcgcther  approve  of  die  meafure  in  the  manner  it  bad  b<:en 
adopted  ;  he  thought  it  beft,  however,  to  get  rid  of  the  prtfent  mo- 
tion ;  for  which  purpofc  h^  fliculd  vote  for  the  previous  qucdion* 

Mr-  FOX  did,  he  had  attended  this  debate  with  a  confidcrabic 
decree  of  curiofity,  and  indeed  fomfe  motives  of  perfonal  curiofit}%  as 
he  uiiderikxxl,  from  what  had  dropped  from  an  honourable  gcnrk- 
man  on  a  former  night,  that  the  chaise  of  political  inconfiftcncy 
was  to  be  broi^t  agalnft  him.  Two  points  puzzled  him  confi- 
derably  ;  the  firft  was,  who  v\-as  to  m;ike  the  chai^re  ;  the  otlicr, 
what  the  charge  was  to  be.  He  could  not  cxpeft  it  from  the  ho- 
nourable gentleman  who  was  alarmed  at  the  danger  of  Hcflian 
troops  being  fent  to  Gibraltar,  bu^  faw  not  the  fmallefl:  ground  fiar 
apprehenfion  from  their  introduclion  into  this  country ;  nor  from 
tliat  right  honourable  gentleman  on  die  other  fide,  who  commenced 
his  political  career  as  the  firm  and  unalterable  advocate  of  a  parlia- 
mentary reform,  but  who  has  fince  not  only  di)andoned  that  caufc, 
but  has  been  its  ftrenuous  oppofer  in  wliatever  (hape  it  has  appeared. 
I  recollected,  faid  Mr.  Fox,  the  vulgar  adage,  that  he  whofc 
Hqufe  is  made  of  glafs,  ought  not  to  throw  ftones ;  and  likcwifc 
that  moft  excellent  maxim  of  a  moft  excellent  book,  "  Let  him 
that  is  innocent,  thmw  the  firft  ftone."  I  was  certain,  therefore, 
that  this  charge  of  inconfiftcncy  muft  come  from  fomc  young  Mem- 
ber, as  a  young  Member  would  he  the  leaft  liable  to  have  the  charge 
of  incomiftcncy  retOJrted  upon  him.felf ;  the  conteft  for  fomc  time 
upon  whom  this  duty  fhould  fall,  feemcd  to  lay  between  a  young 
Member,  (Mr.  Jenkinfun}  and  the  learned  gcntlen:aa  who  made  it. 
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and  who,  though  hot  a  young  Member,  was  young  in  reljpe£l  of  the 
tranfacftions  of  which  he  has  taken  upon  hinnfcif  to  fpeak.  It  wciuld 
have  been  an  objedl  of  amufemcrit  to  have  had  a  view  of  the  Divan, 
when  confulting  who  was  the  fitteft  perfon  to  difchaige  tfiis  import- 
ant duty ;  it  puts  me  in  mind  of  a  ridiculous  ftoiy,  which  I  ihall 
take  tlie  liberty  to  relate :  An  EngliOiman,  who  happened  to  arrive 
at  an  Inn  in  France,  but  who  unfortunately  \%-as  not  very  convcxiant 
with  the  language  of  that  country^  having  fome  occafion  for  the 
maid-fervant,  and  riot  well  knowing  what  term  would  bcft  anfwer 
tiis  purpofe,  afted  for  La  Pucelkf  which  threw  all  the  female  part 
of  the  family  into  confufion,  being  doubtful  how  his  itqueft  could 
be  complied  wiih ;  at  length,  after  much  deliberation  and  no  iinall 
cmbarraffment,  they  fent  up  a  little  girl  fevcn  years  old.  From  a 
young  Member  of  Parliament  he  cxpe6led  perfedl  confiftency,  cfpe- 
.cially  from  a  Member  who  had  undertaken  the  charge  of  incon- 
fiftency  againft  another.  Mr.  Powys,  who  feconded  and  fupportcd 
the  motion  moved  by  the  learned  Member,  is  not  fo  young  a  Mem- 
ber; he  well  rccolle(fts  the  circumftances  which  pafled  in  the  year 
1782,  I  M'onder  that  honourable  gentleman,  if  he  law  any  thing 
cenfurable  in  the  conduft  of  that  day,  that  he  did  not  fully  aiid 
fairly  condemn  the  meafure*  Did  he  do  any  fuch  thing  r  Nb  ; 
he  was  perfqcf^ly  filent  on  the  fubjeft ;  he  either  faw  nothing  that 
could  be  condemned,  or  thought  it  too  trifling  for  cenfure.  In  this 
circumftance  it  had  the  advantage  over  the  meafure  now  adopted, 
for  this  he  has  declared  not  to  be  altogether  to  his  mind*  I  am 
furc,  in  Lord  Shclbumc/s  letter,  he  will  not  .find  the  moft  diftant 
allufion  to  any  fubfcription.  It  was  a  circumftance  that  nc\'cr  en- 
tered the  minds  of  any  of  thofe  gentlemen  who  compofed  that  Ad- 
miniftration.  They  had  no  idea  of  the  kind  ;  and  if  any  peribn 
had  intimated  that  my  Lord  Shelburne's  letter  had  fuggcftcd  fuch 
an  idea  abroad,  it  would  have  been  matter  of  great  furprize  indeed. 
The  learned  gentleman  has  aflferted,  that  he  who  aiks  nK»ney's 
worth,  afks  money  ;  with  this  principle  in  its  full  extent,  I  can  by 
no  means  concur ;  if  fo,  the  imprefs  of  Sailors  is  a  mode  which  the 
King  poffefles  of  ralfing  a  fupply  independant  of  his  Parliament.  Ic 
is  a  diftind  prerogative  vefted  in  the  Crown,  a'rifing  from  peculiar 
circumftances,  and  peculiar  neceflfxty,  with  which  the  other  has  not 
d\e  moft  remote  connexion.  My  Lord  Shelburne's  letter  was  not  a 
folicitation,  it  ^^-as  not  a  requeft,  nor  even  a  hint  at  any  oontrlbution 
or  fubfcription  ;  and  if  any  fuch  were  entered  into  in  confequence  of 
tliat  letter,  they  muft  have  been  of  fo  trivial  a  nature  as  not  to  have 
'Riade  any  imprcflion  upon  my  memory.  This  letter  had  merely 
Sox  its  objcdt  to  take  the  advice  of  the  people  at  larec.  with  rcfpcA 
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arming  for  the  defence  of  the  countr)^     It  was  not  Intended  to 
esdce  the  people  from  their  feveral  employments ;  he  who  purfucd 
sigriculturc  was  not  required  to  abandon  his  plough,  oor  the  artizan 
^l^e  implements  of  his  trade  :  all  that  was  wilhcd  for  was,  that  they 
Aiould  give  up  a  few  hours  of  their  time  to  acquire  fome  little  know- 
ledge of  the  ufe  of  arms,  in  order  to  render  them  in  fome  meafvirc 
oapable  of  defence,  and  to  prepare  them  ajtiinft  any  danger  that 
might  threaten  them.    It  has  been  urged,  that  the  mcafurc  in  1782 
differed  not  from  that  which  I  oppofcd  In  1778,  fupported  by  my 
Irord  Camden  and  Lord  Afliburton.      I  had,  in  the  year  1782, 
the  honour  to  be  of  His  Majcfly's  Cabinet  Council,  confifting  at 
that  time  of  eleven  Members  ,ten  of  whom  had  not  oppofed  the  fub- 
fcription  of  1 778.      It  was  not  likely  that  wc  (hould,  direcftly  after 
our  entering  into  the  Miniftry,  adopt  tliofe  principles  which  wc  had 
Tvith  fuch  firmnefs  oppofcd.     Lord  Camden  and  Lord  A(hburton, 
men  well,  acquainted  with  the  law  and  the  Conftitution,  were  at  that 
time  in  the  Cabinet.     The  Marquis  of  Rockingham,  though  no 
law)xr,  was  a  man  who  underftood  the  Conftitution,  and  his  greateft 
enemies  will  allow  that  he  pofleflcd  firmnefs  and  confiftency,  that 
he  had  not  that  verfatility  of  charafler  that  could  make  him  ad  oa 
principles  when  in  Adminiftration,    oppofitc    to  thofe  which  he 
avowed  when  in  oppofition.      It  feems  rather  extraordinary,  that 
now  after  a  period  of  twelve  years  had  elapfed,  an  attempt  is  made  ta 
convidl  me  of  inconfiftency,  which  at  the  time  of  the  tranfa6Hon  wa< 
never  thought  of.     Would  it  not  be  natural  if  any  objedion  were 
made  to  the  meafure  adopted  in  1782,  to  have  ftated,  you  are  now 
adling  upon  the  identical  principles  which  you  oppofcd  in   1778? 
Was  any  fuch  objection  ftarted  r  No,  Sir,  the  objections  were  of  a 
very  diiTerent  dcfcription.     The  danger  of  becoming  an  armed  na- 
tion, like  Ireland,  was  ftrongly  urged,  and  the  injuries  that  had 
been  commlttect  by  the  Volunteers  of  that  kingdom,  who,  in  my 
opinion,  far  from  injuring  their  country,  rendered  it  great  and  effen- 
tial  fervices.      I  have  confulted  the  Record  of  the  Debates  of  that 
iiay,  the  Parliamentary  Regifter,  which,  though  not  in  every  in- 
ftance  the  mod  jndifputable  authority,  certainly  give  the  general  line 
of  aigument,  and  the  great  principles  advanced.      In  them  I  caa 
find  nothing  which  can  brand  me  with  the  charge  of  inconfiftenc}% 
On  the  contrary,  I  find  diredlly  the  reverie,  and  that  the  expreffioni^ 
which  I  then  employed  exa£Hy  correfponded  with  the  principles 
which  I  at  prefent  maintain.     (Vide  the  Parliamentary  Regifter  for 
that  period.)     The  learned  gentleman  fays,  that  I  did  not  oppofe 
the  giving  (hips,  and  other  private  aids.     He  mentioned  the  offer  of 
^  74-gun  ftiip  from  a  noble  Earl,  (Lonfdalc)  the  name  of  which  is 
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not  to  be  found  in  the  lift  of  the  navy  of  Great  Britain  ;  and  other 
(bi'ps  from  the  Etift- India  Compiny.    Thcfe  meafurcs  I  did  opjxrfe, 
und  triar  in  my  fpcedi  at  the  bcgin.iing  of  that  fcflionof  Parliam^  t. 
I  oppofcd  them,  and  cenfurcd  them,  becaufe  I  looked  upon  every 
^ift  of  that  nature  as  an  irijury  to  tlie  Con!litation,     -In  arpiing  the 
tfueiHon  of  law,  tfic  learned  gentleman  beg?in  with  the  latdi  prece- 
dents, from  a  hope,  I  fuppofe,  that  after  a  l^al  manner  he  cojI J 
m rikc  the  matter  appear  more  clearly,  but  he  feems  to  have  been 
difappointed  in  his  hopes ;  certainly  the  learned  gentleman  injil 
have  quibbled  away  his  fcnfes  in  the  purfuits  of  his  profcSion,  or 
he  could  never  have  argued  this  point  in  the  manner  he  has  done. 
The  precedent  of  1 7  8  2  he  has  contended  to  be  fimilar  to  the  pre- 
fent,  and  alfo  to  that  of  1778  ;  I  fhall  here  take  the  liberty  of 
quoting  the  authority  of  a  riglu  honourable  gentleman,  (Mr-  Burke} 
whofe  abilities  all  men  muft  confefs  and  admire,  and  who  for  many 
rears  I  had  the  happincfs  to  call  my  friend  ;  his  opinion  is  clear  and 
decided  upon  this  head,  in  favour  of  that  doftrinc  which  I  fuppor. 
'Ihe  learned  gentleman  contended,  that  the  ground  of  argunKnt 
Bfed  by  Lord  Afliburton  and  Lord  Camden,  in  the  year  1778, 
turned  entirely  on  thofe  contributions  being  left  at  the  difpofal  of 
His  Majefty.    I  remember  the  arguments  of  Lord  Afliburton  well, 
he  confined  himfelf  to  no  fuch  narrow  fyftcm  ;  he  took  the  broad 
and  general  ground  of  objedtion  to  contributions  in  any  Ihape :  I 
remember  too  the  arguments  of  Lord  Thurlov,  who  certainly  ad- 
vanced many  forcible  reafons  which  had  confidcrablc  wei^t  in  my 
mind,  though  I  concurred  in  opinion  with  Lord  Afliburton ;  but 
the  point  for  which  he  contended  was,  that  contributions  were  legal 
and  conftitiitional,  when  they  came  voluntarily  from  the  bounty  of 
tlie  people,  without  folicitalion  on  the  part  of  the  Sovereign.      The 
authority  of  the  twelve  Judges  he  has  cited,  which  he  thinks  is  rvyt 
to  be  fiirmounted  ;  but  the  circumftances  which  occurred  in  i  745, 
arc  not  to  be  quoted  as  precedents  for  meafurcs  which  fliould  be 
adopted,  except  in  cafe  of  the  exiftence  of  fuch  deplorable  times. 
The  judges,  fays  he,  had  they  done  wrong,  fliould  have  implored 
a  bill  of  indemnity.     How  long  is  it  fincc  die  learned  gentleman 
became  the  advocate  for  bills  of  indemnitv  ?    A  few  davs  fincc  he 
maintained  a  condudl  and  opinion  widely  different  from  this ;  he 
tell  us,  that  on  the  prefent  occafion,  he  delivers  an  opinion,  not 
becaufe  it  is  ncceflliry  to  deliver  an  opinion  on  a  great  conftitutional 
qucdion,  but  becaufe  it  is  pleafing  to  many  of  thofe  who  arc  dear 
to  him.     Oil  a  former  d^y,  when  another  conftitutional  quefti(xi 
was  difcuffing,  and  when  he  then,  as  he  docs  now,  fupportcd  the 
previous  quelUon,    he  would  not,    he  faid,  deliver  an  ophuoiv 


A.  1794.  DEBATES.  713 

From  this,  may  we  not  fuppofe,  that  it  would  not  be  fo  pleafing  to 
t\is  friends  ?  And  that  his  (ilence  makes  for  us  in  one  cafe,  as  much 
ais  his  arguments  againft  us  in  another  ?     Thofe  two  great  Palladia 
of  the  Britifli  liberty,  the  Bill  of  Rights  and  the  Petition  of  Rights, 
"which  (hould  never  be  mentioned  but  with  veneration  and  refpedl, 
I  hear  now  mentioned  with  apprehenfion,  left  they  (hould  be  made 
ufc  of  as  arguments  to  deprive  us  of  fome  privil^e  or  right ;  becaufe 
the  Bill  of  Rights  is  filent  on  the  fubjcd  of  voluntary  contributions, 
on  that  ground  it  is  held  to  be  lawful ;  as  well  might  it  be  faid,  that 
becaufe  it  contains  a  declaration  of  the  fubjedl's  right  to  petition  the 
King,  but  is  lilent  with  regard  to  his  right  of  petitioning  the  Com- 
mons,   that,  therefore,  no  fuch  right  exids.     He  has  depended 
much  on  the  conftitutional  authority  of  Lord  Coke ;  but  I  wi(h  at 
the  fame  rime  he  had  quoted  Sir  Francis  Bacon,  a  man  of  great  ta- 
lents and  erudition  alfo,  tliough  unable  to  withfland  the  tell  of  cor- 
ruption :  in  Lord  Coke's  political  condud,  though  as  much  as  I 
defer  to  his  opinions  in  other  points,  he  does  not  feem  to  be  quite 
confiftent :  in  the  cafe  of  Mr.  Oliver  St.  John,  whofe  expreflion 
I  (hall  ufe,  becaufe  forcible  and  well  founded,  fpcaking  of  contri- 
butions, he  fays,  "  Contributions  never  can  be  voluntary ;  fomc 
giving  through  pride,  others  through  fear,  and  fomc  from  intereft.'* 
Sir  Francis  Bacon,  in  his  life  of  Lord  Coke,  though  it  is  not  very 
fair  to  take  the  account  from  his  rival  or  enemy,  fays  that  when  the 
cafe  of  St.  Jolin  was  firft  reprefcntcd  to  him,  he  delivered  as  his  opi- 
nion, "  that  all  gifts,  however  voluntary,  were  illegal,"  but  when 
he  came  to  judge  Mr.  St.  John  in  the  Star  Chamber,  he  changed 
that  opinion  ;  and  at  all  events  the  fentimcnts  of  Lord  Coke,  which 
go  to  fupport  this  do6lrine>  are  taken  from  his  pofthumous  works^ 
which  never  underwent  a  revifal ;  tliough  poflibly  if  they  had,  tliey 
would  never  have  appeared  to  die  world  in  the  (hape  they  now 
appear. 

With  regard  to  the  opinion  given  by  Lord  Hardwickc,  which 
had  alfo  been  relied  on,  it  was  certainly  an  extra  judicial  opinion, 
and  therefore  of  Icfs  author! t)'.  But  are  thcfc  contributions  innocent 
with  regard  to  the  Conftitution  ?  Are  they  attended  with  no  evil 
confequcnce  whatever  ?  Might  not  a  great  party,  or  great  power, 
joining  with  the  Crown,  (allowing  this  right  of  private  contribution) 
enable  tJic  Crown  to  carry  on  a  war  contrary  to  the  opinion  of  Par- 
liament, or  to  undertake  mcafurcs  more  deftrudtive  to  their  liberties  ? 
It  was  certain  Minifters  could  be  found  to  urge  fuch  meafures,  and 
afTift  their  execution.  This  argument  h-is  been  urged  already  by  my 
honourable  friend,  (Mr.  Sheridan}  and  ftill  remains  unanfwercd. 
'J'he  motion,  it  was  faid,  did  not  ap^ily  to  what  happened  j  I  (hall 
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fiate  the  cafe  as  it  appears  to  my  underftanding.     What  happened  ? 
The  Executive  Government  have  liTued  a  requeft  or  rcquaSnon, 
ftating,  that  it  would  be  defi'^ble  to  enter  into  fubfcriptions  foi 
tain  purpofes ;  and  what  is  my  honourable  friend^s  motion  ? 
iuch  conduA  is  dangerous  and  unconftitudonal  ?     Does  not  this  gp 
to  the  very  point  to  which  it  ought,  to  cenfure  His  Majeft/s  Minify 
ters  for  mifcondud)  ?     Gentlemen  fay,    if  there  be  miicondu<^, 
why  do  you  not  impeach  ?     I  am  not  for  impeaching  Mimftcrs  fer 
every  trifling  offence ;  an  impeachment  is  to  procure  puniflunent 
for  great  ofl'ences.     It  docs  not  appear  to  me  in  what  maimer  the 
King  can  mate  any  requcA  to  his  fubjefts,  as  feparate  and  difHo^ 
from  the  two  Houfes  of  Parliament,  who  are  co-equal  in  autborirf 
with  him.     In  his  individual  capacity,  the  only  oonne£Hon  he  can 
have  with  the  fubject  is  to  command  him,  which  if  die  oonunaod  be 
lawful,  the  fubjedt  is  bound  to  obey.     It  is  not  an  eafy  thing  for  a 
fubjeft  ta  refufe  the  requeft  of  a  King :  We  cannot  refufc  him  with 
the  fame  indifference  we  (hould  a   fcUow-fubjeft ;  and  is  it  pro- 
bable that  if  an  individual  (hould  refufe  to  comply  with  his  demaiK!, 
that  his  Minifters  would  not  be  apt  to  point  him  out  as  an  object  of 
jealoufy  and  refenfmcnt ;  and  as  a  pcrfon  who  {hewed  a  difpofidon 
to  thwart  his  views  and  wifhes  ?     He  thought  that  fuch  a  requefl 
was  inconfiftent  with  the  dignity  of  a  King,  and  with  die  fituation 
of  a  fubjeft.     Thofe  requefts  under  which  fubfcriptions  have  been 
opened  in  the  different  counties  are  tantamount,  or  at  leaft  very  like, 
a  command,  for  they  place  the  fubjeft  in  fuch  a  fituation  that  he 
cannot  well  refufe  compliance.     Wherein  confifts  the  utility  of  the 
meafure  ?  will  it  be  faid  that  it  is  not  a  tax  upon  tlic  poor  as  well 
as  the  rich  ?      I  know  of  no  way  by  .which  we  can  tax  the  rich,  that 
it  will  not  ultimately  fall  on  the  poor.     It  is  vainly  imagined  in 
France,  that  by  depriving  one  great  man  of  his  difhcs  of  filver  and 
gold,  another  of  his  money,  that  this  will  be  of  advantage  to  the 
poor:  no,  thefe  were  the  raeaas  by  which  the  poor  were  main- 
tained.    The  luxuries  of  the  rich  conftitute  the  principal  means  of 
their  fupport  by  employing  their  induftry,  and  if  tlic  ricli  man  gives 
up  part  of  his  property  in  voluntary  contributions,  he  muft  dedu<ft 
fo  much  from  his  expences,  which  the  poor  muft  ultimately  feci. 
In  fhort,  a  fyftcm  of  taxation  that  will  afieft  but  one  clafs  of  men  is 
a  thing  impoffible.     But  why  fhould  His  Majeft)''s  name  be  carried 
begging  about  the  country  to  excite  difcontents  and  jealoufics  ?   WTiy 
if  it  is  for  the  purpofe  of  raifing  a  defence  for  the  kingdom,  arc  not 
the  Commons  applied  to  ?      If  there  is  a  danger,  it  is  rather  that 
they  will  be  too  profufe,  than  not  fufficiently  liberal  in  their  grants  : 
Why  then  (hould  Minifters  occafion  tliefe  differences  ?     Is  it  for 
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the  fak.e  of  thofc  who  have  lately  joined  their  jftandard,  in  order  to 
exhibit  with  what  facility  they  are  diipofed  to  contradidl  all  Aofe 
opinions  and  principles  they  had  ever  maintained  ?     But  let  opinions 
be  ^^hat  they  may,  in  cafe  of  invafion,  are  not  we  all  equally  ap- 
prchenfive  of  the  danger,  and  equally  intereded  in  the  event,  unlefs 
it  be  fuppofed  that  the  National  Convention  keep  a  lift  of  the  mi- 
nority, and  upon  coming  here  would  preferve  their  lives  and  their 
properties  inviolate  ?     That  I  (hall  be  this  night  left  in  a  minority, 
1  ha:ve  but  little  doubt,  as  I  had  it  yeftcrday  from  good  authority, 
being  {o  told  by  a  Lord  of  the  Bedchamber,  a  wonderful  fagacious 
animal  at  fmelling  out  a  majority  in  either  Houfe,  therefore  I  have 
the  lefs  rcafon  to  regret  the  moving  of  the  previous  queftion.     But, 
upon  the  whole,  I  confider  this  meafure  of  raifing  money  by  public 
contribution  fo  impolitic  and  unconftitutional,  that  were  a  bill  fimilar 
to  that  paiTed  in  die  reign  of  Charles  the  Second  authorizing  His 
Majefly  to  receive  voluntary  contributions,  and  limiting  the  fum  to 
be  fo  received,  I  ihould  oppofe  it  with  all  my  power.     Let  us  ad- 
here to  that  wife  cuftom  of  our  forefathers,  as  the  beft  prefervation 
of  our  indepcndance,  the  fole  right  to  grant  money  to  the  Crown. 
Suppofe  the  Houfe  of  Lords  were  to  offer  out  of  their  private  pockets 
to  contribute  to  the  exigencies  of  His  Majefty,  would  you  not  fpum 
at  the  propofal  ?     Even  in  the  Icfs  enli^tcned  days  of  Henry  and 
Edward  you  would  not  fufFer  it,  and  will  you  at  this  period  fuffer 
your  right  to  be  encroached  upon  at  ever}'  county  meeting  ? 

Mr.  WINDHAM  faid,  if  his  right  honourable  friend  (Mr.  Fox) 
was  furprized  at  the  charge  of  inconfiftency  brought  againft  him, 
and  at  a  lofs  to  guefs  who  would  ftep  forward  to  fupport  it ;  he  was 
no  lefs  fo  to  think  in  what  manner  he  would  defend  himfelf  from 
that  imputation  ;  and  now  it  had  taken  place,  his  wonder  was  re- 
moved without  his  having  received  fatisfadlion.  In  the  courfe  of 
his  explanation,  he  had  dwelt  much  on  the  authorities  with  which 
he  had  been  fupported  ;  but  had  touched  very  (lightly  on  the  merits 
of  the  qucftion,  and  had  certainly  not  made  out  that  difference  in 
the  two  cafes  of  1 7  8  2,  and  the  prcfcnt,  for  which  he  contended. 

Mr.  Sheridan,  he  admitted,  had  marched  fairly  up  to  the  qucf- 
tion, and  had  ftated  it  in  a  manner  plain  and  diftinct,  fo  much  fo, 
as,  unfortunately  for  him,  to  overthrow  his  own  pofition,  and  render 
his  ftatement  too  weighty  for  his  argument ;  for  if  any  one  before 
had  a  doubt  on  the  fubjeft,  he  was  furc,  after  what  fell  from  that 
honourable  gentlemen,  he  would  feel  himfelf  perfedly  fatisfied  and 
at  cafe.  The  honourable  gentleman  had  argued  the  qucftion  on 
two  main  grounds :  Firft,  on  the  broad  conftitutional  dotflrinc, 
*<  That  all  applications  for  money  ftiould  come  to  Parliament,  whofc 
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^'  duty  it  was  not  to  fufFer  that  privilege  to  be  eluded."     SeoomU 
**  That  forced  loans,  ufually  called  benevolences,    arc  ilkgal«" 
Thefe  two  politions  Mr.  Windham  wKhed  to  be  kept  diftin^  and 
not  to  be  confounded,  as  they  had  frequently  been  in  the  couzie  of 
the  debate,  arguments  having  been  founded  on  one,  and  conclufiorjs 
drawn  from  the  other.     The  fad  of  thefe  pofitions,  as  a  geneial 
dodlrine,  he  allowed  to  be  found  and  unipipeachable ;  but  contend* 
ed,  that,  like  every  other  general  doftrinc,  it  was  fubjeft  to  ex 
ceptions,  which,  if  denied,  would  carry  the  pofition  much  £mher 
than  its  own  advocates  feem  apprized  of.     The  honourable  gentle- 
man takes  an  extreme  cafe,  and  aiks,  if  we  will  allow  an  opulent 
party  to  fupply  the  Crown  in  a  manner  which  will  deftroy  the  nc- 
ceflary  controul  of  Parliament  ?     If  we  (ay  no,  and  rcoogpik  the 
general  principle,  he  infers  tliat  all  grants  to  the  Crown,  however 
fmall  or  temporary,  are  equally  bad.     This  mode  of  arguing  is 
however  a  double-edged  fword,  in  the  ufe  of  which  he  will  not  gain 
much  ;  for  we  may  argue  back  on  him,  that  as  it  is  obvioufly  ufe- 
ful,  and  in  fa<Sl  has  oi  ten  been  pradifcd  in  fome  cafes,  therefore  it 
is  good  in  all.     As  he  admits  no  modification,  and  contends  diat 
all  cafes  muft  be  equally  bad,  or  equally  good,  we  have  as  great  a 
right  to  avail  ourfelves  of  this  argument  as  he  has.     This  ftrid  and 
univcrfal  argument,  however,  though  well  adapted  to  quefUons  of 
law  and  fcience,  is  ill  adapted  to  politics,  every  queftion  of  which 
is  modified  by  circumAances.     I^o  argue  from  the  greater  to  dit 
fmallcr  cafe,  or  vice  verfay  is  on  this  fubjeft  equally  impn^)cr.     In 
politics,  no  one  propofition  could  be  either  univerfally  afiinned  or 
denied,    though  the  contrary  do<5\rine  had  been  fo  much  adopted 
Intely,  to  the  great  injury  of  focicty.      Mr.  Fox  had  argued  this 
fubjecl  more  properly  on  the  fpirit  of  the  Conftxtution,  which,  how- 
ever, was  a  qucftion  of  general  utility,  and  not  bound  by  fuch  a 
narrow  and  literal  chain  of  reafoning.   Though  it  is  faid  no  qualities 
can  alter  the  cafe,  and  it  muft  be  true  or  falfe  to  every  extent,  tliis 
is  contradifted  by  various  inftances  of  our  hiftory,  fome  of  which 
have  been  cited  this  nigh't ;  as  in  the  cafe  of  benefadions  for  the 
comfort  of  foldiers  now  on  foot,  and  the  donations  of  Ibips,  all 
which  partake  of  the  fame  nature.     Men  likewife  have  often  been 
raifed,  and  the  levy  money,  in  each  cafe,  is  tantamount  to  fub- 
fcriptions.     Whether  the  fcrvices  done  were  general  or  fpedal,  it 
makes  no  difference.     He  little  expelled  to  hear  this  mcafurc  oppo- 
fed  on  fuch  grounds  by  thofe  gentlemen  who  had  renounced  and 
difclaimed  all  belief  and  confidence  in  the  controul  of  that  Houfe, 
either  by  means  of  its  purfe,  or  any  other  privil^e,  and  had  long 
treated  it  as  a  chimera  which  exifted  only  In  imagination.     But  as 
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this  control  had  hng  exifted  widiout  their  bdief,  it  would  continue 
fb  to  do  without  their  fupport  and  defence.  How  can  they  objed 
to  the  fubfcription,  when  it  only  annuls  that  influence  they  believe 
already  de(fapoyed  ?  He  proceeded  to  draw  a  parallel  between  the 
conduct  of  the  oppolition  in  the  prefent  inAance,  and  that  of  the 
Jacobites  in  1745. 

Mr.  Windham  here  took  an  opportiuiity  to  difclaim  a  fcnti- 
ment  which  had  been  imputed  to  him,  and  induftrioufly  circulated 
^rhere  at  lead  it  was  moft  likely  to  be  of  injury  to  him  ;  namely,' 
diat  he  had  faid,  "  Perifh  commerce,  but  let  the  Conftitution  live." 
This  was  never,  he  declared,  uttered  by  him  ;  and  it  would  have 
been  but  friendly  and  candid,  he  thought,  in  Mr.  Fox  if  he  had  af- 
certained  the  fad,  before  he  ventured,  as  he  had  done  this  fefTion, 
to  fet  the  report  again  in  circulation.     Whether  the  aKTcrtion  were 
in  itfelf  true  or  falfe,  he  had  never  made  it ;  it  came  from  a  learn- 
ed gentleman  in  that  Honfe,  but  not  from  him.     He  contended  at 
fome  length,  that  the  ftatutes  quoted  by  Mr.  Fox  in  fupporting  the 
objection  againft  voluntary  loans,  related  only  to  forced  loans,  and 
vi*cre  cna£ted  to  proteft  the  private  right  of  individuals  from  the  ex- 
aAion  and  oppreflion  of  the  Crown  in  former  times,  and  not  with 
any  view  to  conflitutional  protcflion  and  fecurity*     Of  all  poflible 
dangers  to  the  Conftitution,  furely  that  is  the  leaft  to  be  feared 
which  depends  on  the  voluntary  contribution  of  private  property. 
Every  remnant  of  the  former  abufe  of  forced  loans  was  rooted  out. 
The  current  of  that  vice  is  run  out,  and  has  expended  itfelf.     The 
cxpreflion  of  1782  appeared  to  him  ftronger  even  than  the  prefent. 
He  then  examined  them  minutely  together  in  proof  of  his  aflertion. 
He  thought  it  right  in  a  new  projedled  mode  of  defence  to  take  the 
opinion  of  the  country,  and  which  could  only  be  done  to  any  cReSt 
before  it  was  adopted.     In  examining  the  cafe  of  1 7  8  2,  he  thought 
Mr.  Fox  had  defcended  to  quibble  between  the  expreffions,  armed 
men  and  foldiers,  which  in  common  underftanding  were  fynoni- 
mous.     He  approved  of  the  previous  queftion  for  the  fame  reafon 
that  he  did  on  the  HefTian  bulinefs.     There  was  no  call  to  decide 
it.     He  always  ajQced  himfelf,  on  any  political  meafure — is  it  dan- 
gerous in  itfelf,  or  as  a  precedent  ?    and  in  the  latter  view  he  re-* 
fcrrcd  to  former  ones.     A  charge  has  been  brought  againft  me  of 
inconfiftency,  in  oppofing  the  American  war,  and  fupporting  Admi- 
niftration  at  prefent.     I  oppofed  the  American  war,  becaufe  I 
thought  it  unjuft  to  them  and  injurious  to  us.     I  could  not  there- 
fore wi(h  them  overcome  ;  and  after  fome  painful  ftruggles  between 
this  fentiment  and  my  natural  attachment  to  this  country,  I  deter- 
mined not  to  encourage  any  meafure  which  tended  to  make  the  YraJ^ 
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popular,  but  to  throw  every  obftrudiort  and  impediment  in  the  way 
of  its  profecution.  To  the  mcafurc  itfelf  1  had  no  objc^hony  but 
found  it  involved  in  doubt,  and  the  old  prejudice  againft  benevolences 
in  my  favour.  This  doubt  and  prejudice  I  was  in  common  policy 
bound  not  to  deftroy,  as  they  told  in  favour  of  that  objcd  which  I 
wiflied  on  other  grounds.  If  I  thought  them  founded  thcn^  which 
I  do  not  recolleft,  fure  I  am  that  it  is  more  Aan  I  can  now  ptovc, 
or  than  any  one  elfc  has  proved  to-night  I  cannot  but  be  a  little 
furprized  at  this  new-born  zeal  for  the  ConiHtution  coming  firom  the 
quarter  from  which  it  docs ;  from  thofc  whawill  not  now  fuffer  Ac 
molt  fupcrficial  touch  upon  it,  nor — 

**  Suffer  the  winds  of  Heaven 
**  Vifit  its  face  too  roug^y." 

I  cannot,  however,  but  dread  the  profFered  fervice  of  thofe  late 
coming  and  felf-called  champions,^  who  now  boaft  of  their  teadinefs 
to  flep  forward  in  defence  of  that  Conflitution,  which  they  have  at- 
tempted to  deliver  over  without  remorfe  to  the  favs^  knife  of  c\'ciy 
audacious  reformer.  Whatever  may  be  its  fate,  it  will  owe  nothing 
of  its  prefervation  to  them,  or  thofe  with  whom  they  arc  aflbciated. 
What  they  have  profefTed,  the  bittereft  enemy  of  the  Conftitution 
might  have  done,  without  any  abatement  of  his  views.  Their 
condud,  atleaft,  is  equivocal,  and  their  paft  addons  give  no  wdght 
to  their  prefcnt  profeflions.  This  unexpefted  acccffion  of  guardians, 
however,  it  docs  not  want.  I  fhould  tWnk  poorly  of  it  if  it  did. 
The  Spaniards  have  a  proverb,  **  Take  care  of  me  againft  my 
**  friends,  and  111  take  care  of  myfelf  againft  mine  enemies." 
Prerogative,  we  are  not  to  learn,  is  as  mudi  a  part  of  the  ConfU- 
tution  as  any  privilege  of  the  Houfe,  and  a  part  in  the  fupport  of 
which  upon  its  proper  footing,  the  people  have  as  deep  an  intereft. 

Mr.  FOX  rofe  to  explain.  He  had  exprefsly  faid,  when  fpcak- 
iilg  of  a  fubfcriptiori,  the  thing  in  idea  was  not  in  being  in  1 7S2, 
at  leafl  to  his  knowledge.  This  ni^t  was^  he  declared,  the  firft 
time  he  had  ever  hear'd  of  a  fubfcripdon  having  taken  place  on  that 
occafion. 

Sir  JAMES  SANDERSON  faid,  «  If  I  had  been  fo  fortunate 
as  to  catch  your  eye,  Sir,  when  I  rofe  before,  it  Was  not  my  inten- 
tion to  have  offered  to  the  Houfe  a  general  rejply  to  the  arguments 
of  the  right  honourable  gentleman,  and  which  have  been  to  my 
mind  anfwered  in  a  very  able  and  convincihg  manner  by  the  right 
honourable  gentleihan  (Mr.  Windham),  who  has  juft  fat  down : 
I  meant  only  to  have  flated  to  the  Hofe,  that  in  that  part  of  die 
fpecch  of  the  right  honourable  gentleman  oppofite  to  me,  wherein 
he  had  fpoken  of  the  precedent  of  1759,  he  had  not  tbtei  tliat 
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^ranfa6^ion  accurately ;  nor  had  another  honourable  gentleman,  who 
moved  the  refolution^  Aated  that  precedent  corredlly,  or  with  that  de« 
gree  of  importance  and  weight  which  it  appeared  to  mc  to  deferve ; 
For  inftead  of  its  being  a  mere  addition  to  the  jfiated  bounty-money, 
as  reprefcnted  by  the  honourable  gentleman,  it  was  a  fubfcription  in 
momcs  for  the  levy  of  troops  to  fcrvc  for  three  years,  or  during  the 
^viar,  in  Great  Britain  only. 

*'  The  Corporation  of  London  fubfcribed  loool.  the  Lord^ 
Mayor,  fome  of  the  Aldermen,  and  feveral  other  perfons,  fub- 
fcribed individually  and  liberally,  and  the  Officer  of  the  Court 
vas  dircfled  to  wait  upon  the  dien  Secretary  of  State,  Mr.  Pitt, 
defiring  him  to  lay  the  fame  before  the  King,  as  an  humble  tcdi- 
mony  of  their  loplty  and  duty.  The  faid  fubfcriptions  being  to 
be  applied  agreeable  to  the  order  of  Council,  which  had  been  pre-  ' 
vioufly  publiflied. 

**  Mr.  Pitt  wrote  a  letter  of  thanks  to  the  city,  thanlung  them  in 
His  Majefty  s  name,  for  this  proof  of  their  afFedtion  for  his  perfon 
and  Government,  and  exprcfsly  marking,  that  the  money  fo  fub- 
fcribed (hould  be  applied  purfuant  to  the  orders  of  Council. 

"  Now,  Sir,  when  I  confider  not  only  that  a  meafure  fubdan- 
tia!ly  limilar  to  that  which  we  are  now  difcufTing  was  thus  publicly 
fan<^ioned  by  the  great  and  illuftrious  ilatefman  who  at  that  time 
direfted  the  affairs  of  this  country ;  when  I  confider  who  were  the 
great  legal  charadlers  at  that  time  in  the  office  of  Attorney  and  Soli- 
citor General,  and  when  I  confider  that  the  city  of  London,  always 
loyal,  but  always  jealous  of  the  royal  prerogative,  adopted  the  plan 
at  that  time  with  equal  vigour  and  efFedt,  I  own  that  there  appears 
in  my  mind  very  ftrong  grounds  for  believing  that  this  mode  of ' 
fubfcription  is  legal ;  and  though  I  am  not  entirely  decided  on  die 
fubjeft,  yet,  as  well  from  the  force  of  that  prece(fcnt,  as  from  the 
iblid  arguments  of  the  learned  and  honourable  gentleman  who  ha% 
moved  the  previous  qucftion,  I  (hall  certainly  give  jt  my  vote." 

Mr.  SHERIDAN  faid,  that  at  fo  late  an  hour,  when  he  and 
the  Houfe  muft  both  be  exhaufted,  and  after  the  very  impcrfe£b 
manner  in  which  his  former  arguments  were  anfwered,  he  fluHild 
have  had  the  lefs  occafion  for  troubling  the  Houfe  at  any  length, 
were  it  not  for  the  extraordinary  fpecch  delivered  by  Mr.  Windluuzu 
There  was  a  time  when  it  would  be  with  the  mofl  fenfible  r^ret 
that  he  could  have  heard  any  improper  motives  afcribed  to  him  from 
that  quarter.  Indeed,  fincc  he  had  fo  flrangcly  changed  the  line 
of  his  political  condud,  and  adopted  a  new  party,  he  had  fhewn 
himfelf  fo  wonderfully  dexterous  in  the  art  of  enveloping  his  argu- 
ments, his  principles,  and  his  attachments,  in  the  mofl  impcnetra- 
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ble  ma^es  of  obfcurity ;  he  had  (o  blended  his  new-bom  zeal  for 
Adminit^tion  widi  exprcflfions  of  the  tendered  aflFbdion  for  his 
friend,  Mr.  Fox,  diat  it  was  not  till  the  prefent  night  that  he  had 
unequivocally  fpoken  out.  He  warned  the  Members  of  die  Oppo- 
fition  of  the  improper  company  with  which  duy  had  aflbdatcd, 
and  ridiculed  their  pretenfions  of  being  the  exclufive  champioos  oi 
the  Conftitution,  infinuating  that  the  defence  of  it  would  l)e  (afer 
in  other  hands ;  but  the  right  honourable  gentleman  ou^t  fuirly  to 
recolle(5t  that  they  were  the  fame  company  and  the  fiunc  champions 
with  whom  he,  till  very  lately,  aded  in  apparent  union  and  In  pcifcd 
confidence.  In  order  to  ftigmatife  his  old  friends  in  the  moft  odi« 
ous  manner,  he  drew  an  infidious  parallel  between  their  nootivcs, 
and  thofe  which  adhiated  Sir  J.  Hynde  Cotton  and  other  Jacobites, 
in  the  year  1745,  who  could  difcover  no  danger  in  the  approach 
of  the  Pretender,  becaufe  they  were  fo  greatly  interefted  in  his 
fuccefs.  If  in  truth  he  knew,  and  really  believed  that  tiierc  were 
fuch  perfons  amongft  the  prcfcnt  Members  of  Oppoiition,  why  d^ 
he  not  honelUy  and  manfully  Hand  up  and  proclaim  them^  iriftead 
of  having  recourfe  to  fkulking  and  infidious  jeers  ? 

[Here  Mr.  YORKE  rofc,  while  feveral  Members  were  callii\; 
Mr.  Sheridan  to  order.  The  SPEAKER  demanded  of  Mr.  Yorke 
whether  he  meant  to  fpeak  to  order,  and  no  anfwer  being  returned, 
Mr.  Sheridan  proceeded.] 

The  honourable  gentleman,  he  faid,  who  by  his  rifing  interrupted 
the  fcope  of  his  obfervadons,  could  not  be  fuppofed  to  rife  widiout 
fome  motive,  and  he  thought  him  too  fair  and  manly  to  retrad  any 
intention  he  might  have  had  in  fo  doing ;  he  was  glad  to  find  him 
take  time  for  deliberation,  which  would  perhaps  enable  him  to  di- 
gcft  his  purpofc,  better  than  he  might  have  done  upon  die  fuddcn 
impulfc  of  the  moment.     Before  Mr.  Windham  fneered  at  the 
company  in  which  the  Oppofiticm  aded,  he  (hould  have  reflefled 
on  the  fhange  phalanx  with  which  he  was  himfelf  united.     He 
could  not  well  forget  the  triumph  which  he  ufed  to  feel  in  expofing  the 
nnconftitutional  principles  upon  which  Mr.  Pitt  came  into  olEcc, 
in  uncaiing  his  artifices,  his  fubterfuges,  and  high  prerogadve  prin- 
ciples ;  in  reprcfendng  him  as  an  objedl  of  diftruft  and  jealouf}',  and 
holding  him  up  to  the  contempt  and  derifion  of  his  countr>^    By  a 
change  of  fentiment,  or  rather  of  fide,  as  extraordinarj'  as  unpre- 
cedented, he  was  now  found  the  ready  advocate  of  every  nicafurc  of 
Adminifiradon,  which  certainly  deferves  the  fame  chara.acr  llLII 
which  he  formerly  afcribed  to  it.    The  riglit  honourable  gcnrlcn^an 
thought  he  had  a  great  advantage  in  repeating  his  (Mr.  Sheridan  5* 
ohiedtions  to  ftooDinff  the  fuDplics  in  the  vear  Z784> ;  but  on  confi- 
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ion  he  would  find  that  this  made  difedtly  agalnft  his  purpofe. 
was  very  well  aware  that  the  principal  control  which  that  Houfe 
could  excrcife  over  the  Crown  was  by  withholding  the  fupplies; 
t>vtt  he  'was  fiiUy  of  opinion  that  this  control  (hould  never  be  excr- 
oilcd  but  when  it  could  be  done  fo  with  cfFcdl*    If  it  was  not  efFec- 
-rual,  it  would  be  no  more  than  a  chimera.     At  the  time  alluded 
to,  all  that  the  Houfe  of  Commons  could  withhold  was  the  land 
and  malt  tax,  by  refufing  which,  the  Crown  would  feel  no  perfonal 
diftrcfs,  though  it  could  not  fail  to  operate  moft  injurioufly  upon 
commerce.     It  would  therefore  be  nugatory  to  ftop  fupplies  to  the 
King,  by  which  ftoppage,  in  faft,  the  King  would  be  no  lofcr. 
He  alfo  confidered  that  fuch  was  the  flate  of  the  public  mind  at  that 
time,  and  fuch  the  difpofition  of  certain  perfons  to  avail  themfelves 
of  it,  that  it  was  much  to  be  apprehended  the  Crown  would  be 
able  to  find  fupplies  in  the  fame  unconftitutional  manner  which  he 
"was  now  arraigning ;  and  then  a  principle,  or  at  leaft  a  precedent, 
be  eftahiiihed,  of  infinitely  more  danger  than  any  that  could  lefult 
from  granting  the  fupplies.     From  this  it  would  appear  that  there 
was  not  the  fmalleft  variance  between  the  principles  which  he  then 
held,  and  thofc  which  he  maintained  now ;  for  his  advice  at  that 
time  was  given  upon  grounds  of  prudence  and  expediency.     Indeed 
he  muft  confider  it  as  fome  degree  of  hardihip  that  he  was  thus 
<ralled  upon  a  fecond  time  to  anfwer  thofe  ai]guments  which  he  had 
already  anticipated  in  his  opening  fpeech.     If  there  was  any  part 
of  his  conduft  through  life  in  which  he  felt  liimfelf  free  from  any 
unjuft  imputation,  it  was  that  of  inconfiftency  in  his  political  prin- 
ciples and  attachments.     How  little  Mr.  Windham  could  boaft  of 
a  fimilar  charaftcr  would  (hortly  appear  from  his  expedition  to  Nor- 
wich in  the  year  1782 :  Mr.  Windham  faid,  that  if  he  oppofcd 
the  voluntary  fubfcription  then  propofed  upon  the  groiuid  that  it  was 
illegal  and  unconftitutional,  it  was  becaufe  fuch  arguments  were  go- 
ing at  the  time,  and  that  his  deteftation  of  the  American  war  fu- 
perfcded  at  the  time  the  love  of  his  country  in  fuch  a  degree  that  he 
could  not  wi(h  fuccefs  to  the  Britifh  arms.     He  (hould  have  been 
more  furprifed  at  his  thus  forgetting  a  faft  which  occurred  fome 
years  ago,  if  the  failure  of  his  memory  had  not  been  fo  lately  ex- 
emplified in  his  forgetting  alfo  his  former  principles  and  attach* 
ments.     But,  in  order  to  refrcfh  his  recolleSion,  he  muft  be  un- 
der the  neccffity  of  ftating  to  him  what  tfieir  former  intimacy  and 
friendfhip  enabled  him  to  do ;  that  all  his  converfations  at  this  time 
expreffed  the  ftrongeft  convidlion  of  the  illegality  of  thefe  fubfcrip- 
tions,  and  that  their  illegality  and  unconftitutional  tendency  formed 
die  bails  of  thofe  ai^uments  he  ufed  to  the  meeting  which  he 
Vol.  XXXVII.  jl  Z 
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attended  at  Norwich.     He  did  injuffice  to  his  own  character  by 
faying,  that  he  employed  thofe  arguments  becaufe  they  were  going 
at  the  time ;  for  it  was  not  to  be  fuppofed  that  a  grave  and  abk 
inan,  employed  upon  a  ferious  and  important  expedition,  would  {»ck 
up  his  aiguments  by  die  way  like  blackberries  upon  the  bufhes  as 
he  went  along,  to  ferve  up  as  a  fead  to  politicians.     He  pericctiy 
agreed  with  the  right  honourable  gentleman,  that  there  were  few 
political  rules  fo  ftricUy  to  be  adhered  to,  as  to  preclude  all  devia- 
tions in  cafes  of  extreme  emergency ;  but  that  emeigerKy  muR  be 
fi)und  to  exift  at  prefent,  as  in  the  year  1 745,  before  the  deviatSun 
could  be  properly  judified.     There  were  alfo  feveral  maxims,  an 
occafional  deviation  from  which  may  be  attended  with  no  very  fe- 
rious confequcnces ;    but  there  were  likcwrTe  fome  fundamental, 
ieminal,  and  vital  principled,  an  infradion  of  which,  like  fla\%-s 
upon  a  diamond,  always  debafcd,  and  frequently  deftnyyed,  their 
value.     Of  this  defcciption  was  any  pecuniary  aid  given  to  the 
Crown,  through  any  other  medium  than  that  of  Parliament ;  for 
whatever  may  be  its  avowed  purpofe,  it  was  liable  to  be  emploved 
in  corrupting  the  Houfe,  and  overturning  the  liberties  of  the  people. 
He  had  already  anticipated  the  ufe  that  would  be  made  of  bounties 
given  by  corporate  and  other  bodies,  to  encourage  the  lev)'  of  troo^ts 
which  had  been  voted  by  Parliament.     This  pradicc,  whether  ie- 
gal  and  conftitutional  or  not,  was  condantly  connived  at  by  Parlia- 
ment— firii,  becaufe  it  was  ufeful  from  the  encouragement  it  c^trcd 
-■^-and  focondly,  becaufe  it  was  likely  to  have  no  bad  cScQ. ;  for 
it  was  no  free  gift,  nor  did  the  Crown  or  its  fcrvants  ever  handle  a 
ihilling  of  it.    It  was  alfo  true,  that  the  Houfe  expreficd  no  jealoufy 
at  the  promife  of  a  (hip  to  be  iiimifhed  by  private  benevolence,  and 
the  event  Ihewed  that  they  were  right,  as  that  promife,  in  the  end, 
turned  out  not  to  be  a  gift.    He  muft,  however,  do  the  noble  Lord, 
to  whom  he  alluded,  the  jufticc  to  own,  that  he  gave  the  Houfe  a 
much  more  valuable  prefent  in  the  right  honourable  gentleman  who 
now  poflfelfed  their  confidence.     [Lord  Lonfdale,  at  that  rime  Six 
James  Lowther,  firft  returned  Mr.  Pitt  into  Parliament  for  the 
borough  of  Appleby].     He  contended,  that  Miniftcrs  could  have 
no  other  purpofe  in  view,  by  foliciting  this  fublcription,  in  what  he 
reprcfented  to  be  a  cl^ndefHne  way,  but  to  affert  this  high  preroga- 
tive in  the  Crown.     It  w^as  impoifible  that  th^  could  exped  any 
considerable  alllfiance  from  the  contributions,  at  if  they  before  en* 
Curtained  any  hopes  of  that  nature,  the  late  refohitions  of  die  Surry 
meeting)  declaring  it  to  be  unconditutiooal,  gave  him  very  little 
rqafon  t^  expedt  that  it  would  be  generally  pn)du£tive.     Upon  the 
wt&ole^  he  Yfz&  of  opinion^  that  they  would  find  more  fuUcribcra 
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this  night  to  the  motion  of  the  previous  qucftion,  than  they  were 
likciy  to  find  towards  defraying  the  expcnccs  of  the  vmy-     And 
here  he  could  not  but  remark  upon  the  condu<Sl  of  the  Attorney 
General,  in  contending  for  the  legality  of  the  proceedings,  and  not 
daring  to  meet  it  with  a  dircfl  negative,  which  he  knew  would  not 
accord  with  the  fenfe  of  the  countr)'  In  general.     He  qiloted,  indeed, 
voluminous  authorities  of  lawj^rs,  living  and  dead ;  Lord  Bacon; 
Lord  Coke,  Lord  Hardwicke,  and  Lord  Afhburton,  of  the  dead, 
fummoncd  in  fupport  of  the  doctrine  ;   and  of  the  living,  Lord 
Camden  as  well  as  Ix)rd  Thurlow,  who  feemed  peculiarly  tlie  god 
of  the  gentleman's  idolatry.     But  he  aigued,  that  thefc  illudrious 
men  did  not  adually  hold  the  opinions  that  were  imputed  to  them ; 
and  a  note  of  Lord  Hardwicke  was  found,  which  exprefsly  contra- 
dialed  the  extra-judicial  judgement  he  on  another  occafion  pro- 
nounced.   The  learned  gentleman  finding  hrmfelf  unable  to  defend 
his  pofition  by  any  diredt  authorit)!-  in  point,  was  reduced  to  have 
rccourfc  to  fome  et  tu  quoque  obfervations  applied  to  Mr.  Fox,  which 
could  never  be  reverted  to  but  in  default  of  better  arguments,  and 
^hich  had  been  fufficicntly  done  away  in  the  fpeech  of  his  right 
h  )nourabIc  friend.     In  the  whole  range  of  his  reafoning  the  learned 
gcintleman  contented  himfclf  with  barely  mentioning  the  ftatute  of 
I  3  Charles  H.  but  wifely  abftaincd  from  any  obfervations  upon  it. 
Bat  as  a  fuccedaneum  for  this,  the  learned  gentleman  ftated  that 
Mr.  Wilkes,  who,  in  the  year  1778,  moved  a  rcfolutlon  fimilai- 
to  tliat  of  this  night,  had,  upon  confulting  legal  authorit)',  altered 
his  opinion.     How  far  the  authority  of  law  had  influence  with  that 
gentleman,  would  appear  from  an  extradt  which  he  read  of  a  con- 
ference between  Mr.  Wilkes  and  fome  other  perfons  refpe<fting  gen- 
tlemen of  the  long  robe.      From  tlus  it  ^^s  evident,  that  Mr* 
Wilkes  held  the  profeflion  of  the  law  in  no  fmall  contempt,  repre- 
fenting  the  Conftitution  as  a  piece  of  clock-w^ork,  and  the  lawj-crs 
as  under-workmen  capable  of  conftruding  a  wheel  and  a  chain,  but 
totally  ignorant  of  the  principles  which  fet  the  machine  in  motion. 
In  order  to  draw  the  attention  of  the  learned  gentleman  to  this,  he 
could  alfo  add — quod  not  a  bene.     In  oppofition  to  the  authorities  on 
the  other  fide,  he  quoted  that  of  Mr.  Haigrave,  tlie  commentator 
upon  Lord  Coke^  to  whom  he  paid  high  compliments,  and  whofe 
op^pion  entirely  correfponded  with  his  own.    After  reptefenting  that 
the  admiflion  of  this  new  dodtrine  connefted  with  the  other  doc- 
trines that  were  avowed  upon  the  landing  of  the  Heflian  troopSf 
would  render  neceflGuy  a  new  Bill  of  Rights,  he  took  nodce  of 
Mr.  Powys's  obfefvation  that  the  Miniftcrs  coidd  not  aft  ill^Uy 
till  they  had  aftually  applied  the  fubfcription-money  without  the 


724  PARLIAMENTARY  A.  1794. 

confent  of  Parliament,  and  ridiculed  the  idea  of  waiting  to  acciife 
a  Minifter  of  illegal  proceedings  till  he  was  at  the  head  of  50,000 
men.  From  the  oppofuion  made  to  his  motion,  he  augiiTcd  badlf 
for  its  fuccefs,  and  in  cafe  of  its  failure,  (hould  think  an  ad  to 
legalife  thefe  proceedings  ^X)uld  be  highly  neceffary. 

Mr.  YORKEfoid,  when  he  heard  fuch  challenges  as  thde  given 
by  the  honourable  Member  (Mr,  Sheridan),  he  always  fdt  an  ir- 
rcfiftible  impulfe  to  call  fuch  a  Member  to  order.  He  knew  it  was 
unparliamentary  to  afcribe  motives  to  any  gentleman  in  that  Houfc ; 
but  if  a  number  of  gentlemen  wifhed  to  fhew  tliemfcl vcs  favcarablc 
to  tlie  French  caufe,  he  thought  they  would  adopt  a  line  of  ccndu^ 
very  (irnilar  to  that  which  had  been  adopted  by  the  honourable  gen- 
tleman (Mr.  Sheridan). 

Sir  JOHN  SCOTT  fpoke  in  explanation.  He  laid  that  the 
ftatute  of  Charles  H.  only  went  to  fecure  the  payment  by  legal  me- 
thods pf  the  fums  which  had  been  voluntarily  fubfcribcd. 

Mr.  WINDHAM  alfo  explained,  and  obfervcd,  that  the  ho- 
nourable gentleman  (Mr.  Sheridan)  had  found  fault  with  him  for 
having  abandoned  his  old  friends,  and  for  having  joined  the  right 
honourable  gentleman.  He  faid  he  had  the  fame  reafon  to  complain 
of  them.  He  had  the  fame  right  to  fay  that  they  had  abandoned 
him.  He  had  formerly  a6led  with  them,  becaufe  he  difagrced  with 
the  right  honourable  gentleman,  and  he  had  now  abandoned  them, 
becaufe  he  agreed  with  the  right  honourable  gentleman.  He  had 
no  opportunity  then,  though  he  moft  heartily  wifhed  he  had  a  fair 
opportunity  of  explaining  to  his  old  friends,  all  the  reaibns  that  had 
induced  him  to  abandon  them.  He  hoped  to  have  that  opportunity 
on  fome  future  day. 

Mr.  SHERIDAN  very  forcibly  ridiculed  the  peace-makir^  // 
of  the  honourable  gentleman  (Mr.  Yorjce).  With  refped  to  the 
explanation  of  the  Attorney  General,  he  read  an  extract  frcmn  the 
fbtute  of  Charles  II.  to  (hew  it  was  unfounded  *. 

♦  Statute  of  the  i^th  of  Charles  11^  for  a  Free  and  Foluntarj  Prefcnt  to 

His  Majefy. 

"  Wc  your  Majefty*s  moft  loyal  and  obedient  fubjc^h,  the  Lords  and 
Commons  in  Parliament  aflcmblcd,  taking  into  confiJeraf  ion  jour  Mairfys 
^reat  and  importt^nt  occajions  for  Vifpcedj  f apply  o^  monies,  which  can  ko 
ways  befo  readily  ratfed  as  by  ^frce  and  voluntary  prcfent  to  your  Ma- 
jcfty,  from  thofe  who  are  able  and  willing  to  aid  your  Maje^y  in  this 
fudden  exigency^  as  a  teftimony  of  their  affc&ons  to  your  Majefty,  and  in 
caie  of  the  poorer  fort  of  your  fubjec^s,  do  therefore  befeech  your  Ma- 
jefty,  that  it  may  be  enacted,  and  be  it  ena£ted  by  the  King's  moll  Ex- 
cellent Majefty,  by  and  with  the  advice  and  confent  of  tl^  Lords  and 
Commons  m  this  prefeot  Parliament  aiTembled,  and  by  the  autt^uncy  ot 
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Mr.  COCKS  fpoke  a  few  words,  when  the  Houfe  became  cla- 
morous for  the  queftion. 

x\ie  fame,  that  your  Majefty  may  ifllie  out  fuch  and  fomany  feveral  com* 
xnifBons  under  your  Majeuy's  great  feal  of  England,  into  the  ieveral 
counties,  citied,  and  towns  corporate,  and  all  other  places  in  England 
smd  Wales,  and  town  of  Berwick-upon-Tweed,  dli'eded  to  fuch  perfons 
as  your  Majefly  (hall  think  fie  for  the  receiving  of  fuch  fubfcriptions,  as 
your  Majefty 's  good  fubjedsdiall  tuolntarily  offer  for  fupply  of  your  Ma- 
jefty's  prelSng  occafions  ;  and  likewife  to  iuue  fuch  other  commiifions  to 
fucn  other  perfons  as  your  Majclly  (hall  think  fit,  for  collecting  and  re* 
cciving  the  monies  fo  fubfcribed,  the  acquittance  of  which  re(pe£k:ve  re- 
ceivers, or  of  any. one  of  them,  are  immediately  to  be  made  and  given 
without  any  fee,  upon  payment  made,  and  (hall  be  an  abfolute  difcharge 
for  the  fum  fo  fubfcribed  ;  and  in  cafe  fuch  fubfcriptions  (hall,  upon  any 
occalion,  be  returned  into  the  Court  of  Exchequer,  or  any  other  place, 
the  pa)*mcnt  thereof  (liall  be  likewife  returned,  together  with  the  fame. 

**  rrovidedthat  no  procefs  (liall  ill ue  out  of  the  Exchequer,  againft 
any  perfon  fo  fubfcribing,  but  within  two  years  next  after  the  palling  of 
this  a(5t;  and  for  the  better  execution  of  the  faid  fervice,  the  faid  Com- 
midioners  of  the  Coimtiesj  Cities,  Towns  Corporate,  and  all  other 
places  aforefaid  refpeCtively,  (liatl  and  are  hereby  enjoined  with  all  con- 
venient fpecd,  after  the  ifl'uing  out,  and  receipt  oF,  the  faid  refpedive 
Commiffions,  to  meet  together  at  the  moft  uiual  and  common  place  of 
Meeting,  within  each  of  the  faid  Counties,  Cities,  Towns  Corporate, 
and  all  other  places ;  and  the  faid  Commidioncrs,  or  fo  many  of  them  as 
(hall  be  prefcnt  at  the  faid  firft  General  Meeting,  or  the  major  part  of 
them,  may  by  their  confents  and  agreements,  fever  themfclvcs  into 
Hundreds,  Rapes,  Wapentakes,  Wards,  and  other  places,  within  their 
rcfpe^ive  limits,  in  fuch  manner  and  form  as  to  them  (hall  feem  expedi* 
cnt ;  and  (hall  Ukewief,  from  time  to  time,  give  notice  of  the  rcfpe6kivc 
times  and  places  of  their  Meetings,  to  the  end  that  any  Perfons,  Bodies 
Politic  or  Corporate,  may,  if  they  pleafe,  re  fort  to  them,  and  make 
fuch  offers  'or  frefent  to  your  Majefty,  as  their  o^.vn  hearts Jhall prompt  them 
to. 

**  Provided  always,  that  w>  perfon^  not  helny  a  Peer  of  this  Realm 
(hall,  in  fuch  offer  or  prcfent  to  your  Majefty,  exceed  the  fum  of  two  hun* 
dred  pounds ;  nor  any  Peer  of  this  Realm  the  fum  of  four  hundred  pounds, 

*'  Provided  alfo,  that  no Commiffions  to  be  iflued  out  by  virtue  of  this 
Aft  (hall  be  of  force,  or  continue,  as  to  the  receiving  of  any  monies  or 
fubfcriptions  for  monies  after  the  feaft  of  St.  John  the  Baptift,  which 
(hall  be  in  the  year  of  our  Lord  one  thoufand,  (ix  hundred,  fizty  and 

two. 

**  And  be  it  hereby  declared,  that  no  Commiflions  or  aids  of  this  na» 
ture^  can  be  ifTued  out  or  levied,  but  by  Authority  of  Parltamtnt  \  and 
that  this  aft,  and  the  Supply  her ehy  granted y  (hall  not  he  drawn  into  Ex' 
ample  for  the  time  to  come,** 

Mr.  Hargrave's  Note  prof xed  to  **  Case  of  Impositions,'* 

State  Trials — lajl  Edition, 

"  Lord  Coke  lays  a  ftrcfs  on  the  ftatute  of  nth  Henry  VIL  c  10. 
which  after  reciting  that  many  of  the  King's  fubjefts  had  feverally  grant- 
ed to  him  divefs  fums  of  money,  of  their  free  wilU  and  benevolence,  and 
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On  a  divifion,  there  appeared, 

For  the  previous  qucftion,  204;  Againftit,  34, 

Lift  of  the  MINORITY  on  the  Motion  of  Mr.  Sheridan,  agaiirfl 
the  private  benevolences  demanded  by  Government, 

Aubrey,  Sir  John  North,  Dudley- 
Baker,'  William  Philips,  Joha 
Bouverie,  Edward  Plumer,  Wm, 
Burch,  J.  R,  Rawdon,  Hon.  John 
Byng,  George  Robin  Ton,  Maurice 
Courtcnay,  John  Ruffcll,  Lord  William 
Crcfpigny,  T.  C.  Sheridan,  R.  B. 
Fitzpatrick,  General  Smith,  William 
Fox,  Right  Hon.  Charles  Jamei         Speed,  Henry 
Francis,  Philip  Spencer,  Lord  Robert 
Hercourt,  John  Taylor,  M,  A. 
Harrifon,  John  Townfhend,  Lord  Joha 
Howard,  Henry  Vaiighan,  Benjamin 
Jervoife,  Gierke  Jervcwfc  Whitbrcad,  Samuel 
Law,  Ew.in  V/eftern,  C.  C. 
Ludlow,  Earl  Wilbraham,  R. 
M*Leod,  Colonel  W^innington,  Sir  Edward 

Tellers. 
Grey,  Charles  Tarleton,  Colonel. 

The  Houfe  adjourned. 

The  following  papers  were  laid  on  the  table  for  the  perufal  of  the 
Members : 


that  fomc  of  thcfc  were  in  arrear,  provides  a  remedy  for  compelling  the 
payment. — [See  Rallall's  Edition  of  the  Statutes.] — This  Aatute,  it  muft 
be  confeiTed,  feems  to  give  a  legiilative  fandtion  to  fuch  benevolences  as 
were  really  free  offermjfs.  But  there  h  a  later  Jiatute^  with  words  lht>ngly 
importing  that  benevolences  to  the  Crown,  thottgh  vcUmtarj^  cannat  re- 
guJarlj  he  made  out  of  Parliament,  The  ffatutc  we  mean  is  ibt  13M  pf 
Charles  H.  chap,  4.  which  authorizes  the  King  to  tflue  Commiffions  un- 
der the  Great  Seal,  for  receiving  Voluntary  Subfcriptions for  the  fuppty 
of  his  occaflons ;  but  limits  Commoners  to  20ol.  and  Peers  to  400L  a 
piece,  and  alfo  the  time  for  fubfcribing ;  and  concludes  with  declaring, 
that  no  commiiiions  or  aids  of  this  nature  can  be  iifucd  out  or  levied, 
but  by  authority  of  ParHament.  This  in  fadt  concurs  with  Lord  Coke's 
iirfl  opinion  in  Mr.  St,  John*s  cafe,  as  reprefented  by  Lord  Bacon ;  the 
aim  of  the  ftatute  being  to  condemn  Benevolences  by  the  folicitarion  of 
Commifiions  from  the  Crown,  and  fo  xof apply  the  defeH  of  the  Jiaiute  of 
Riclanl  III,  and  of  the  Petition  of  Right ^  both  of  which  point  at  Com- 
puliive  Benevolences.  The  inducement  to  fuch  a  decbration  of  the 
Law  probably  was  an  idea  that  7i  formal folicitaiiqn  from  the  Crown  nufi 
necrffarily  operate  on  the  minds  of  thofe  to  vohom  it  was  addreffed^  ivithoM 
influence  almoll  equal  to  compulfion :  Thus  at  length  if  feems  to  he  fettled  hj 
the  Legijlature  not  only  that  Compulfive  Benevolences  arc  unlawful,  hot 
that  ail  Com milFions  from  the  Crown  tofolidttxA.  receive  vokntarj ^fii 
are  alfo  tinconfiitutionalJ** 
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EXPENCE  of  fervices  performed  hj  the  Office  of  Ordnanoe^  purfo- 
ant  to  His  Majefly's  orders  and  not  provided  for  by  Parliameiit. 

On  account  of  debt  to  3 1  ft  December,  1783. 

j^»     J*     a,         j^«  /•     d% 

Paid  debtt  incurred  to  3 1  ft  December  1 783, 
and  which  have  been  fettled  fince  that 
period  I  —  —    — — *        576  19     5 

On  account  of  1792. 

GRENADA. 

Paid  on  account  of  current  ferTxce  and  con« 
cingenciet  '  ■    >■      925    4    3 

On  account  of  1793* 

FLANDERS. 

Brafs  and  iron  ordnance,  powder,  fliot,  ihetli 

and  other  ftoret  ■  <35>9<7  '^    9 

Paid  on  account  of  the  purchafe  of  horfet 
for  the  train  of  artillery,  pay  of  civil  offi- 
cer! and  contingenciet  ■  27,484  18     1 

Pay  of  two  companies  of  Royal  military 
artificers,  connfting  of  300  men,  from 
1  ft  April,  to  31ft  December,  1793,  alfo 
for  tools  for  the  faid  companies  3,91  {  17  10 


167318  la    8 


Expedidon  under  the  command  of 
Sir  ChaIlles  GaEY. 


_  * 

Brafs  and  iron  ordnance,  powder,  (hot, 

ftiells,  and  other  ftores  89,274  19     7 

For  temporary  barracks  for  the  troops         41,000    o    o 

Paid  on  account  of  civil  officers  and  contin- 
gencies    —  ,,064    3    8 

' '3^339    3    3 

Expedition  under  the  command  of 
thc£Aai.of  MoiRA. 

Brafs  and  iron  ordnance,  powder,{hot,fliel]s, 

and  other  ftores  —  43«442  ^^    o 

For  the  purchafe  of  300  horfes        -^  7iS^^    ^    ^ 

For  contingencies  ■  737  16    o 

51,680    6    o 

TOULON. 

Brafs  ordnance,  ammQnhion,   and  ftores 

Tent  from  Gibraltar^      -*—- «  .....    .....    ^^^^  10 


A.  17^4*  DEBATES,  743 


WEST  INDIES. 


Paid  £em- condngeacio,  on  account  of  the       /•    '•    '•     £•    s.    d. 
ezpeditiont  trom  the  Leeward  Iflandt, 
and  from  Jamaica  6,064    5    9 

fajr  of  one  company  of  Royal  military  ar- 
tiiicerti  confifting  of  loo  men,  from  iixh 
September,  to 3 1 ^December,.  1793,  al«- 
fo  for  tools  for  the  faid  company  i«oo$    :(    2 

■ 7»o69    i  II 


NEWFOUNDLAND. 
For  tools  and  fioret  Tent  — 


223  14    o 


HALIFAX. 
Forfioresfent  —  —^    — —.       66    7    8 

UPPER  CANADA. 

Pay  of  one  company  of  Royal  military  ar- 
tificere,  coaiiiting  of  100  men»  from 
nth  September,  to  31ft  December, 
X793,  alfofor  tools  for  the  iaid  com- 
pany —  _  —M    IjOOJ     z     * 

BERl&fUDA. 

Btafi  ordnance,  ammunition  and  florea 
fent  ■  I 


4»74*    o    3 


GIBRALTAR. 
For  barrack  bedding  fent  — -  -^-i-*    .^— -    1,276    4    9 

JERSEY. 

For  a  fupply  of  ftores  fent        2,580  10  11 

Paid  on  account  of  extraordinary  ezpences 

for  defence  of  the  iiland  —  1,250  o    a 

"    '  '  —  3*830  10  I  r 

GUERNSEY. 

For  a  fupply  of  powder  and  ftores  fent  S>394  14    7 

Paid  on  account  of  extraordinary  expences 
for  defence  of  the  ifland  — —  2,000    o    o 

7,394  14    7 

ALDERNEY. 

For  a  fupply  of  ammunition  and  ftores 
fent  ■  -—         — •    —    a,96a  16    5 


744  PARLIAMENTARY  A.  17^ 


ISLE  OF  MAN. 

For  powder  and  ftorcsfcnt         ■  ^— *   — —      459  ift    6 

For  barrack  bedding  fent  to  the  efiabliihed 

barracks  at 

Plymouth               _— — _-^  1,028  13  2 

Portfmouth               —                  —  617    4  o 

DoTer               ■                         —  311    4  a 

Sheeraefi               —                —  91    3  o 

Chatham               — -*—  59S  17  n 

Gravefend  and  Furfleet                ■  8  13  xi 

Woolwich               ■     -  ' '            — —  yiy  xj  x 

The  SaYoy,  Knightfbridge,  and  the  Tower  1 9891     9  8 

Hull                ■  ■                        — —  111    9  2 

lileofMan               — —               —  33  *9  o 

Guemfey               ■■                     —— ^  993  10  o 

Jcrfey                «  ■   ■                        ■  <  2004  la  o   * 

■       8157  XX     2 

DEFENCE  of  the  COASTS. 

For  iron  ordnance  and  fioretient  "— —  it^33     5    ^ 

Regiment  of  Artillery^  Engineers^ 
and  Military  Artificers- 
Pay  of  an  augmentation  of  10  Serjeants, 
20  Bombai^iers,    10  Drummers^    xoo 
Gunners,    x  Surgeon's  Mate,  xo  Ser- 
jeant Condu£h)rs,  and  xoo  Drivers  to 
each  of  the  4  Marching  Battalions  of 
the  Royal  Regiment  of  Artillery,  with 
the  levy  Money  for  the  fame,  and  the 
DiffereQce  of  Pay  between  4  Lieutenant 
Colonels  and  4  Majors ;  and  alfo  an  aug* 
mentation  of  i  Colonel  Commandant,  x 
Second  Colonel,  i  Lieutenant  Colonel, 
and  x  Major,  to  the  Invalid  Battalion  ^' 
of  the  faid  Regiment,   between  xxth 
September,  and  31ft  December,  1763     t3,X3X     x    4 
"Piy  of  an  Augmentation  of  50  Gentlemen 
Cadets  to  the  Company  belonging  to  the 
Rojral  Regiment  of  Artillery,  from  i  ith 
September^   to  31ft  December,    1793, 
inclu&ve  ■■  i|.20    o    o 

Pay  of  a  Company  of  Invalid  Artillery, 
for  fervice  of  the  liland  of  Bermuda, 
from  oth  July,  to  3 1 ft  December,  x  793, 
both  days  included  .  ^^7  i?    4 

pay  of  an  Augmenution  of  433  men,  and 
018  horfes  to  the  Brigade  of  Royal 
Horfe  Artillery,  between  i  ith  Septem- 
ber, and3xftEfccember,  1793  7,391  19  9 
For  the  purchafe  of  horfes,  levy  money, 
arms,   and  accoutrements,   gun  carri- 
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geSf   ammunition,  and  baggage  wag-        £,    u    d.      £.    s.    d. 
gons,  forge  cartel  and  hamefs  for  the 
Brieade  of  Royal  Horfe  Artillery  34959'  14    4 

Pay  of  fire  companies  of  Royal  Irifb  Artil- 
lery«  in  the  fervice  of  Great  Britain, 
between  20th  Auguft,  and  31ft  Decern* 

^  »793        °  ^iS^S  14    o 

Fay  of  an  augmentation  of  one  Lieutenant 

Colonel  to  the  corps  of  Royal  Engineers 

from  ^th  to  31ft  December,  1703  ao    5    o 

Ammunition  and  (lores  for  the  field  Train  of 

Artillery  in  England  —  6,24.7  16    6 


63*995    8    3 


Arms,  Tents,  and  Ammunition  for 
the  Army, 

Arms  to  the  Life  Guards,  Horfe  and  Dra- 
goon Guards,  to  fundry  regiments  of 
I)ragoons,  to  the  three  regiments  of  Foot 
Guards,  and  to  fundry  regiments  of 
Foot,  alfo  to  the  Roval  regiment  of  Ar- 
tillery and  Corps  of  Koyal  Military  Ar- 
tificers *■  107,941   17   XI 

Dedu^  already  granted  on  this  account  in 
the  eflimates  tor  the  year  1793        —   45,090    o    o 

6a,94z  17  XI 

Tents  to  the  Horfe  and 
Dragoon  Guards, 
and  to  fundry  regi- 
ments of  Dragoons 
and  Foot     -—  8,415    3    o 

Dedu6l  already  grant- 
ed on  this  account 

ia«793      —  3>3i8  «S    o 

5,094    8    o 

Ammunition  to  fundry  regiments  for  fcr- 
▼ice  — —  j^yjj^    ^    5 

Forge  carts  for  fervice  to  fundry  regiments 
of  cavalry  — —  — .  545     7    O 


711378  17    5 


Arms,  Tents,  and  Ammunition 
for  Militia. 

Arms  delivered  to  fundxy  regiments  of  Mi- 
litia   —  4^496    8    a 

Tents  fupplied  to  fundry  Regiments  of  Mi- 
litia —  8,383    3    3 

Ammunition  delivered  to  fundry  regiments 
of  Militia  for  ezercife  and  fervice  5,546  19    1 


55,426  10    6 
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WOOLWICH.  I,    J.    d.     £.    s.   i. 

For  additional  {lorehoufes  and  flables  i^93S5  10     5 

Extraordinary  expenccs  of  labourers  and 
artificers  at  the  Royal  Laboratory  3^030    3     8 

— * 19385   14     I 


612,921  ij    4 


For  the  purchafe  of  fak  pctrc,  ordnance 
and  (lores,  and  expences  incurred  in  the 
feveral  ports  of  Great  Britain,  and  on 
fdreign  (Nations,  on  account  of  the  navy, 
fo  far  as  bills  have  appeared,  to  5th  De- 
cember 17939  beyond  the  allowance  for 
fea  fervice,  on  the  votes  for  45,000  Tea- 
men for  1793  —    —  Z<^yll^    3    6 

Unprovided  —        643,271   18  10 


ESTIMATE  of  the  Charge  of  the  Office  of  OrdnaiKc,  for  tht 

Year  1794. 

LAND  SERVICE. 

ORDINARY. 

Salaries  and  rents  to  the  mafter  general,  prin- 
cipal officers,  clerks,  and  attendants  em- 
ployed at  the  Tower  •  '5*5^9  ^^  o 

And  at  the  following  places,  viz. 

Laboratory  at  Woolwich,    and  for  proving 

powder  —  2,076     5    o 

Inipedor  of  artillery  at  do.  and  for  proving 
guns  —  *—  — 

Superintendant  of  military  machines  at  do. 

Hampton  Court  and  St.  James's,  Windfor 
and  Greenwich  -<-  — 

Wi)olwich  —  — 

Purfleet  — 

Gravefand  and  Tilbury 

Chatham  — 

Upnor  Cafllc  - 

Sheernefs  — 

Feverftiam  — 

Waltham  Abbey 

Dover  ■ 

Portfmouth 

PriddyQiard 

"^Jymouth 


^377  I* 

6 

310  5 

0 

226  0 

0 

570  0 

0 

60^  2 

6 

255  0 

0 

663  17 

6 

144  15 

0 

3B0  0 

0 

583  17 

6 

523  »7 

6 

120  0 

0 

8^3  17 

6 

303  17 

6 

653  17 

6 
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Keybam  Point  ■   ■     ■■  1 70    o    o 

Scorekeepers  at  Pendennis,  Scitly  Kla^d, 
Cheder  Caflle  and  Liverpool,  Carlifle, 
Tinmouth  Caflle,  Berwick,  Cliffords  Fort» 

Hull,  Yarmouth,  and  Landguard  Fort  430    o    o 

Gucrnfcy  .  -^  448     2     6 

Jcrfcy  ■  448     2     6 

IfleofMan  *  — «  100    o    o 

Rent  for  ufe  of  land  and  houfes  —  5^0  17     o 


Pay  of  Civil 
Officers  anil<< 
Artificers  at 


One  half  of  which  18  charged  to  the  fea  fervice        —         13)622  12     6 

''North  Britain        -v •              ^S^  '®    ^ 

Gibraltar — —  1,301     7*   6 

Jamaica                ■                                   ■  273   15     o 

St.  Chriftopher            584     00 

Antigua                ■                           —  5^4    ^    ^ 

Dominica                            ■         ■  ■  584    o    o 

St.  Vincent                584    o    o 

Barbadoes              ■                  -  ■  584    00 

Grenada                        ■   ■                        »  584    00 

Tobago                ■  ■     ■  584    o    o 

Bahama  Iflands                        ■  219    o    o 

Quebec                 861   15     o 

Halifax                    —  fcSo  10    o 

Annapolis                ■                          —  9^     5     ^ 

NewBrunfwick                      629  12     6 

(^St.  John's  and  Placentia  in  Newfoundland  693  10    o 

Pay  of  mafler  gunners  at  the  feveral  garrifons  and  batteries 
in  Great  Britain,  and  of  the  gunners  at  St.  James's  Park     . 
and  the  Tower  of  London,  with  their  allowance  for  coals 
and  candles  ■  3>4i6  17     6 

Charges  incident  to  the  Tower  and  the  feveral  other  forts, 
garrifons  and  places  under  the  ordnance  in  Great  Bri- 
tain, Gucrnfey,  and  Jcrfey,  in  taking  remains  of  flores, 
pay  of  labourers,  books,  paper,  coals,  candles,  cartage, 
meflages,  poilage  of  letters  and  other  contingencies  i8,oeo    o    o 

Ordinary  repairs  of  buildings,  bridges,  gates,  platforms, 
barracks,  florehoufes,  making  new  and  repairing  old  car- 
riages in  the  feveral  fmall  fons,  cadles,  garrifons  and 
other,  places  under  the  Oixlnance  in  Great  Britain, 
Guernlcy,  and  Jerfey  15,000    o    o 

Furniflpng  beds,  bedfteads,  fheets,  &c.  and  repairing  the 
fame  at  the  feveral  barracks,  forts,  caftles  and  garrifons  in 
Great  Britain,  Gucrnfey,  and  Jerfey  —  4)379    4     ^ 

Ezpence  of  flores  and  ammunition  for  garrifons,  and  fmall 
flores  for  the  common  duty  of  regiments  in  Great  Britaioi 
Gucrnfey,  and  Jerfey  — .^__  6,000    o    o 

5C  2 
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Cleaning  and  reputing  fmall  arms  in  the  Tower  2,000    o    o 

Pay  of  the  corps  of  royal,cnginccr8  ■  xi^t^z     5     o 

Pay  of  the  royal  regiment  of  artillery 
confining  of  5,742  men,  oiBcers  in- 
cluded — iS5iS47  IS  «<> 

Pay  of  an  augmentadon  of  4  Captains, 
8  firft  Lieu  tenants  9  and  too  drivers  to 
the  4  marching  battanons  of  the 
Royal  regiment  of  ardliery  .$'^1^    ^    ^ 


ita 


160,657  15  10 


Pay  of  a  briga4e  of  Royi^  horfc  artil- 
lery, confiiHng  of  673  rhen«  officers 
included*  and90ohorres  —       Si»^93  ^'     ' 

Pay  of  firft  eunners  flill  remaining,  on 
the  war  eitablifhment  .  «^ '  705  13    4 


-^  212,657     I  xo 

Efiabliihment  of  the  civil  6fficers,  profefTors,  and  maf- 

ters  of  the  Royal  military  academy  at  Woolwich  ^»3^7  ^5     ^ 

Efiabliihment  of  draughtfmen  in  the  Tower  of  London 

for  fervice  in  Great  Britain  and  foreign  garrifons  2,066     5    o 

Pay  of  fuperannuated  and  difabled  men,  half  pay  of  re- 
duced officers,  widows'  penlions,  and  allowancea  to 
officers  for  good  fcrvices,  purfuant  to  His  Majefiy's 
varranu  .  — — ^  2O1720  17    9 

Sums  to  be  paid  at  the  Treafury  and  at  the  Exchequer, 
for  fees  on  the  fum  of  i,345,oo8L  as*  6d»  being  the 
lamouot  of  this  efiimate       —  2,216  10    o 

Ordinary        ^t^yibx  14    2 
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EXTRAORPINARIES,  1794, 

NEWFOUNDLANp. 

jif •    $•    a»    ^,    s»     #f* 

For  repairs  of  the  fortifications,  barracks, 
and  quarters  for  officers,  current  fcrvicef 
and  contingencies  ■  2,000    O    o 

For  fuel  for  the  troops  at  St.  Joha!si  Placen- 

tia,  St,  Pierre,  and  Mlquelon        —  2,00q    o    o 

For  a  fupply  of  flpres  ■  ■  ■  i>  i|06o    o    o 

■  5,000   o   o 

NOVA  SCOTIA. 

For  building  a  powder  magazine         — *         4»ooo    o    o 
For  current  fervice  and  contingenciea  '  3,000    o    o 

— — — —  7.000    o    o 
OyEBEC. 

For  current  fervice  and  contingencies  •— —  5»000    o    O 

UPPER  CANADA.  ^ 

Pay  of  a  company  of  Royal  miliraiy  artifi- 
cers '  I9924    «    8 

l^or  cunrnt  ferrice  and  contingencies  2,000    o    o 

■  3>9H    X    8 
BERMUDA. 

For  current  leryice  and  contingencies  1,000    o    o 

For  afupply  of  fbres  — -  1,000    o    o 

'■  ■   ■■  -  ■  1,000    o    o 

BAHAMA  ISLANDS. 

For  current  ferrice  and  contingencies  ,  z,$oo    o    o 

Fora  fupplyof  ftores  — —  i>s^^    ^    ^ 

■  3i0oo    o    o 

JAMAICA. 

For  repairs,  current  fervice,  and  condngen* 

cies  •— —  a,ooo    o    o 

For  a  fupply  of  fiores  —-.i.^         2,000    o    o 

ANTIGUA. 
For  cnrrent  (ervice  and  contingencin  .  ■  4>ooo    o    o 

St.  CHRISTOPHER. 
Forcumat&rnceandoontingenciet  — •  4<ooo    e    o 
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DOMINICA. 

For  current  fervice  find  contingencies 

BARBADOES. 
For  current  fervice  and  contingencies 

ST.  VINCENT. 
Tor  current  fervice  and  contingencies         — 

GRENADA. 

For  current  fervice  and  contingencies 

TOBAGO. 

For  current  fenrice  and  contingencies  —         — 

Pay  of  a  company  of  Royal  Military  Artificers  for  the 
leirvice  in  the  iflands  in  general  ■ 

ST.  DOMINGO. 

Pay  of  engineers  and  civil  o0icers  attending  a  train  of 
artillery,  alfo  on  account  of  contingencies  — 

GIBRALTAR. 

Pay  of  a  corps  of  Royal   Military        ^.      j,   dm 

4,492  10  xo 


4,000  o  # 

4,000  o  • 

—  4fOOO  O  Q 

4,OQO  o  o 


Artificers 


Forage  for'  the  cattle  employed  on  the 

works  —  2,280    o    Q 

Towards  the  neceQary  repairs  and  im- 
provements of  the  work^  —  1 6,800    o    9 

Foe  repairs  of  barracks,  officers  quar- 
ters, flgrehoufes,  and  magazines  2,600    o     o 

Contingencies  in  the  engineers*  depart- 
ment »— —  ■  2,QQ0     o     o 

Contingencies  in  the  artillery  and  ftorc- 

^Lceper's  departments  -^^^  1,827    9     ^ 

JERSEY. 

For  repairs  and  contingencies        —        4,000    o    o 
pay  of  half  a  company  qf  Royal  Mili- 
tary Arti(jcci  8  ...  -*  962     o  10 


GUERNSEY. 

Towards  carrying  on  the  fortifications 
at  Fort  George,  and  repairs  at  other 
places  ii)  the  ifland  4,000 


Pay  oi  halt  a  company  of  Royal  Mili-r 
tary  Artificers  **  —  ^62 


o    o 


o  10 


.  SCOTLAND. 

For  repairs  of  the  fcvcral  forts,  caftlcs,  and  barraclcs  in 
tkotlantH  current  fenrice,  and  contingencies        — 


4,000     o    o 
1,924     I     t 


5,000    o    • 


30,000    o    • 


4,962    O  10 


4,962     O  10 


84695    o   o 
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NORTH  EAST  DISTRICT. 
For  current  fcrvicc  and  contingencies        —  —  i>ooo    o    o 

LANDGUARD  FORT, 
For  repurs,  current  fervice,  and  contingencies        —        2,000    o    o 

CINQpE  PORTS. 
For  repairs,  current  fenrice,  and  contingencies  .      — «        4,000    o    • 

CHATHAM. 

For  repairs  of  the  bamicks  at  Chatham, 

and  for  repairs  at  Gillingham,  Up- 

norCallle,  Cockham^vood,  and  Hoiv- 

nefs,  current  fervice,  and  dontingen- 

cies  9,075  18     4 

For  repairs  of  the  Lines  i,goo    o     o 

Pay  of  a  company  of  Royal  Military 

Artificers  —  ■■    ■  »,924     t     8 


12,000    o    o 


SHEERNESS. 

For  repairs  of  the  Bceakwatcrs,  current  fervice,  and 
contingencies  ■  — — .  ■     ■  >  3,000    o    o 

GRAVESEND  and  TILBURY. 
For  repairs  of  the  works  .     .  —  3,000    o    o 

FEVERSHAM. 
For  repairs  of  the  buildings  — —  —  4,000    o    o 

PORTSMOUTH. 

^.       s.   J.  . 

For  repairs  of  old  works  and  other 
buildings  at  Portfmouth,  and  va- 
rious places  in  the  divifion         —         3>68i   18     4 

In  fanher  part  of  the  charge  for  necef- 
fary  repairs  to  complete  and  improve 
the  old  works  round  the  town    —         1,500     o    o 

In  full  of  the  charge  for  completing  the 

works  round  the  Common         —         4>039     7     O 

In  farther  part  of  the  charge  for  com- 
pleting Cumberland  Fort         3j5oo    o    ^ 

Pay  of  a  company  of  Royal  Military 
Artificers  ■  1*924     i     8 


24,64s     7  -  o 


GOSPORT. 

For  contingencies,  repairs  of  barracks 

and  the  lines  —  —  i>29S     o     O 

In  ferther  part  of  the  charge  for  necef- 

fary  repairs  of  the  lines  at  Gofport, 

Weevil,  and  Priddyfhard  —  350    o    o 
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OOSPORT  (ctmtinued).         '     £.      s.   d.         £.      s.    d. 

For  eroding  a  powder  magazinet  mak- 

ingadftcrn,  and  laying  platforms^ 

at  Tore  Monckton  -*—     ^      4iO«5    o    o 

In  fiirther  part  of  the  char^  to  conti- 
nue the  lea  wall  eroded  in  the  float 

of  Hailar  Hofpital,  to  Fort  Afonck- 

ton»  in  order  to  prevent  the  fea  from 

breaking  into  luilar  Lake,  tod  for 

making  the  |;nyand  eoually  folid  in 

all  parts  behind  the  faid  wall  —  x,ooo  o  o 
Pay  of  a  company  of  Royal  Mliury 

Artificen  — —  •— -        if9*4    1    ^ 


wm^ 


M57 


8|Ooo    o   0 


PLYMOUTH. 

For  repain  of  the  barracks,  lines,  and 

citsdel,  and  for  repairs  at  St«  Nicho* 

las  Ifland,  Dartmouth,  Pendennis, 

and  St.  IMLiw's  CaiUes,  and  at  ScHly 

liknd,  current  fenricc,  and  contin- 

gencies  — .  2,941  xf    4 

To  complete  the  repairs  of  the  lines 

round  the  dock  •—  ^^        3f  X34    7    o 

Pay  of  a  company  of  Royal  Military 

Artificers  —  — ^        1,924    i    8 

WOOLWICH. 

For  contingencies,  and  repairs  of  bar- 
racks and  officers  quarters  -^         964    3    9 

For  eredting  barracks  for  officers  and 
men  of  the  Royal  Horfe  Artillery, 
and  additional  florehoufes  and  ftables    12,877     '    3 

Pay  of  a  company  of  Royal  Military 
Artificers  -••^  1,914    x     8 

ROYAL  LABORATORY. 

Towards  the  extraordinaiy  charge  of  labourers  and 
artificers  ■   >    ■  —.....  ,  6000    o    0 

ISLE  OF  MAN. 
For  repairs  and  current  fervice  1000    o    0 

WALTHAM  ABBEY. 
For  repairs  of  buildings  *— —  — — «  4,000    o    0 

DEFENCE  of  the  COASTS. 

For- repairing  and  re-eftablifliing  the 
batteries  on  the  coads  and  puttii^g 
them  in  a  ftate  of  defence  —        5,000    o    o 

For  providing  temporary  barracks  for 
the  troops  on  the  coafls  —        io,< 


*Sf74S    6    8 


lOOO     o     o 


1^,000     o    o 
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ROYAL  REGIMENT  of  ARTILLERY  and  Corps 
of  ROYAL  MILITARY  ARTIFICERS. 

For  contingencies  of  arttllerv        —        6,000    o    o 

For  contingencies  of  the  origade  of 

Royal  Horfc  Artillery  — r         2,000    o    o 

Levy-money  for  an  augmentation  of 
^300  drivers  to  the  marching  batta- 
lions of  the  Royal  Regiment  of  Ar- 
tillery —  — -  *  XfOjO     o     o 

Allowance  for  bread  and  additional 
cloathing  for  artillery  in  Great  Bri- 
tain, Guernfey,  and  Jerfey        —      6,291     7     8 

Allowance  for  bread  and  additional 
cloathing  for  the  brigade  of  Royal 
Horfe  Artillery  in  Great  Britain  i>943  19     ^ 

Allowance  for  f)read  and  additional 
cloathing  for  the  Royal  Military 
Artificers  in  Great  Britain         —         1,768  14     o 

Pay  of  fire  companies  of  Royal  Irifh 
Artillery,  in  the  fervice  of  Great 
Britain,  coniidiug  of  500  men,  offi- 
cers included  —  —  X2>T36     5     o 

On  account  for  the  purchafe  of  horfes, 
and  for  the  parks  of  artillery  in 
England  —  — —  50,000    o    o 


-     81,190     5  10 


FLANDERS. 

Pay  of  engineers,  officers,  con- 
dudors,  and  drivers,  with  a 
train  of  artillery  attending  His 
Majcfty*s  forces  in  Flanders,  alfo 
on  account  of  contingencies  20,000    o 

Pay  of  two  companies  of  royal  mi- 
litary artificers  —  3*848    3 


23.848    3    4 


Expedition  under  the  Command  of  the  Earl 

of  MoiRA. 


Pay  of  engineers,  officers,  condu^^ors,  and  drivers, 
attending  a  train  of  artillery,  alfo  on  account  of 
contingencies  ■  * i8,00o    o    o 

Expcditition  under  the   Command   of    Sir 
Charles  Grey. 

Pay  of  engineers,  officers,  conduftors,  and  drivers, 
attending  a  train  of  ariilijr\,  alfo  on  account  of 
contingencies  i.  .  20,000    o    o 

Vol.  XXXVII.  c  n 


75*  PARLIAMENTARY  A.  1794. 

SALTPETRE, 

£.      I.    i. 
For  the  purchafe  of  200  tons  for  land  fenrice  from 

the  Eafl-India  Company  —  ■  8000    o    o 

Extraordinarict  ■>  377»S73    9    6 

Ordtuaries  __  ■  324^162  14    j 

Ordinary  and  eztraordinaries  '  70|>736    3    S 

rDcbtto3fftDcc.  1783      576  19    5 

unprovided  I  ^]j::^tt^X  6u,r.'9  "    I 

Sea  Service        30,3  Jo    3    6 


t'793| 


O^/  of  Ordnance ^ 
zit^Jan.  1794. 


643»*7«  »8  10 
»»34StOo8    2    ^ 

G.  BERKELY,  THO.  BAIIXIE, 

J.  ALDRIDGfi, 


A.  1794.  DEBATES.  755 

An  Account  of  Monies  iffued  out  of  the  Civil  Lift  Revenues, 
between  the  14th  February,  i794>  and  the  5th  April  following. 

1 794i    William  Pollock,  Efq.  for  ex-    £.     s.    d.         £.      /.     J. 
2$  Feb.       pcnces  of  a  Commiffion  ap- 
pointing Lord    Hood,    Sir 

Gilbert  Elliot,  and  Major 

General  O'Hara,  Commif- 

iioncrs  at  Tfoulon  —     '39     7     6 

Ditto  for  a  Patent  erecting  a 

Criminal  Court  of  Jurifdic- 

ti«n  in  Newfoundland       —     mil     6 

Ditto  for  fees,  &c.  on  the  above       21   i^;     6 2J2  14    6 

7  March  William  Chinueiy,  £k].  to  pay  a  bill  drawn 

by  Commiflary  Palmer,  fOrprovifionsfcnt 

to  New  South  Wales  —  —      3)  117     8     6 

Ditto  for  expc nces  of  an  arreft 

of  a  convidt  efcapcd  from  the 

(hip  Pitt,   at  the    Cape  of 

Good  Hope         —         —       35  'S     4 
Ditto  for  bills  drawn  by  Arthu r 

Phillip«  for  the  fettleraent  at 

New  South*  Wales  —     151     9    6 

Ditto  for  the  palTage  of  Mr. 

and    Mrs.    Marfden,     and 

Mary  Smith,  to  the  above 

fcttlement  —         —       $6  10    O 

Ditto  for  the  furniture  of  the 

chapel  at  ditto        —     —         810 
Ditto  for  fees,    &c.    on  the 

above  —  —       ^^     S     6— — 27J     i     4 

Ditto  for  a  certificate  granted 

by  Mr.  Bulkeley  for  tranf- 

porting  blacks  from  Nova 

Scotia  to  Sierra  Leone      —    4(3  19' 10 
Ditto  for  demurrage  of  a  vefTcl 

chartered  to    carry    blacks 

from  ditto  to  ditto        ^^  15  — - 

Ditto  for  fees  on  the  above  33     8     6 $21  .  J     4 

14 Mr.  Wilmot,  for  the  fuffcring  clergy  and 

laity  of  France  —  -—      9,528     7     6 

^i  — ^   Mr.  Davifon,    for  cloathing,  &c.    fent  to 

New  South  Wales  —  45^-5    ^ 

Mr.  Chinncry,  for  ditto,  for  convifts  on 

their  paflage  to  ditto  ■■  — -  214     2     9  J 

a8  —    Mr.  Cotton,  to  pay  bills  drawn  by  Scnhoufe 

Wilfon,  for  rebuilding  the  pier,  &c-   in 

Douglas  harbour,  in  the  lile  of  Man  249    o    6 

4  April     Ditto,  for  faid  fcrvicc         — —  , ^8  i  S    6 

Whitehall  Treafury  Chambers^                                         »5>a77     9     7i 
^/r//9,  1794.  

GEORGE  ROSE. 
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TOTAL   of  ARMY  ESTIMATES. 


Guards  and  Garrifons 

Forces  in  the  plantations 

General  and  ftaff  officers 

Chclfja  out-penfioners 

E.vtraordinarics  of  the  army 

Difference  between  Brltifh  and  Irifli  clUblifhmeDts 

Troops  in  Eaft  India  —  — 

Additicjnab  to  ditto 

Recruitin*^  land  forces  and  contingencies  &c. 
Full  pay  to  fupcrnumerary  officers  — 

Allowances  to  the  PaymaUer  General,  &c.  &c. 
Half  pay  and  allowances  to  reduced  officers  of  the 

land  forces  ■■     -  -  * 

Ditto  to  the  officers  of  the  late  Scotch  brigade 
Ditto  to  the  officers  of  the  Atnerican  forces         — 
Widows*'  peniirns  ■ 

Embodied  militi:i  and  fenciblcs 
Contingencies,  &:c.  for  ditto        — 
Clothing  for  the  militia 


i:- 

X. 

I 

1,491,812 

12 

2 

677,682 

12 

4 

1 26,887 

I 

I 

4 

1 

808,805 

»4 

4 

50.279 

n 

4 

»97iS0? 

II 

10 

»7 

io| 

1x9,500 

0 

— 

39,118 

16 

7 

64*790 

18 

3 

147,000 

0 

-~ 

3,000 

0 

— 

60|Ooo 

0 

— 

9»93^ 

»9 

3 

687,420 

14 

— 

260,000 

0 

0 

93»6S3 

3 

9 

185,667 

'S 

6 

4,500 

0 

.• 

24*8$  5 

I 

9 

210,000 

0 

0 

969,323 

0 

0 

Corps  transferred  from  the  IriQi  to  tbt  Britifh  efii- 
bliflimeut  ■■  » 

Scotch  roads  and  bridges  ■  

Chclfea  in-pcnlioners  ■  ■ 

Levy  money,  &c,  for  augmentations  to  the  forces 
Foreign  troops  — 

An  Account,  (liewing  the  Surplus  of  the  Confolidated  Fund 
remaining  in  the  Exchequer,  for  the  difpofition  of  Parliament, 
u{x)n  the  5th  jday  of  April,    1794. 

The  furplus  of  the  Confolidated  Fund  remaining  in  the  Exchequer 
For  the  difpolition  of  Parliament,  upon  xXic  $th  day  of  April,  1794, 
amounts  to  the  fnm  of  Txvo  Hundieu  Thirty -one  Thoufand  Eight  Hao- 
drcd  Forty-one  Pounds  Sixteen  Shillings  and  Tenpcnce. 

Exchequer y  April  8,   1 794. 

JOHN  R.  MAR  LOW. 
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S  TAN  DING     ORDERS 

o  p    T  n  £ 
HOUSED  F      COMMONS, 

Of  the  7th  Day  of  May,   1 794, 
wIth'respect  to 

NAVIGABLE  CANALS,    AQUEDUCTS,   AND  THE 
NAVIGATION  OF  RIVERS. 


1th  Mb^j  ^794« 

■ 

RefbUed,  That  when  any  application  is  intended  to  be  made  to  the 
Houfe,  for  leave  to  bring  in  a  bill  for  making  any  cut  or  canal  for  the  pur^ 
pofes  of  navigation,  or  any  cut,  canal,  or  aquedu^,  for  the  purpofe  of 
'^fippFying  any  city,town,  or  place,  with  water,  or  for  varying  or  altering 
any  fucb  cut,  canal,  or  aquedudt  already  made,  or  for  making  or  im- 
proving the  navigation  of  any  river,  or  for  altering  any  A£l  of  Parlia- 
incnt,  paiTed  for  any  or  either  of  thoSfe  purpofes,  (in  which  bill  for  alter- 
ing any  fach  a£t  it  is  intended  to  give  power  for  railing  any  further  or 
additional  races,  tolls,  or  duties,  or  for  varying  the  line  of  fuch  canal) 
ikgtice  of  fuch  intended  application  (hall  be  inferted  three  times  in  the 
London  Gazette,  in  the  months  of  Auguil  and  September,  or  either  of 
them*  immediately  preceding  the  fefBon  of  Parliament  in  which  fuch 
application  is  intended  to  be  made;  and  that  fuch  notice  fhallalfo  be  in- 
ferted in  fome  one  newfpaper  of  every  county,  through  which  any  fuch 
cut,  canal,  or  aquedu<ft  is  intended  to  be  earned,  or  in  which  fuch  cur, 
canal,  or  aquedu(5l,  already  made,  is  intended  to  be  varied  or  altered,  or 
in  which  fuch  river,  or  fuch  part  thereof,  as  Is  intended  to  be  made  navi- 
gable, or  the  navigation  thereof  to  be  improved,  is  fituated,  (or  if  there 
is  not  any  newfpaper  printed  in  or  for  inch  counties  refpcclively,  then 
in  the  newfpaper  of  fome  county  near  or  adjoining  thereto)  three. times 
at  theleall,  in  the  months  of  Augulland  September,  or  cither  of  them, 
immediately  preceding  the  feilion  of  Parliament  in  which  fuch  application 
is  intended  to  be  made  :  and  that  fuch  notice  (hall  alfo  be  given  at  the 
general  quarter  feflion  of  the  peace  which  (hall  be  holden  for  every  and 
each  county,  riding,  ordivifion,  through  which  any  fuch  cut,  cana1»  or 
aqueduct,  is  intended  to  be  carried,  or  in  which  fuch  cut,  ctinal,  or 
aquedy£t  already  made,  is  intended  to  be  varied  or  alteicd,  or  in  Which 
fuch  river,  or  fuch  part  thereof,  as  is  intended  to  be  made  navigable,  or 
the  navigation  thereof  to  be  improved,  is  (ituatcd,  at  the  Michaelmas 
preceding  the  (cfDon  of  Parliament  in  which  fuch  application  is  intended 
to  be  made,  by  affixing  fuch  notice  to  the  door  of  the  fellion  houfes 
refpcdivcly,  where  fuch  general  quarter  fcffions  (hall  be  holden. 

Kefolved,  That  fuch  feveral  notices  (hall  contain  the  names  of  the 
parities  and  townfiiips  in,  to,  or  through,  which  any  fuch  cut,  canal, 
or  aquedud  is  intended  to  be  carried,  varied,  or  altered,  or  in  which 
fuch  river,  or  fuch  part  thereof  as  is  intended  to  be  made  navigable,  or 


* 
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Refolvedy  That  a  Map  or  plan  of  fach  intended  ciit«  canal,  aqaeda^, 
or  navigation,  and  alfo  of  any  intended  alteration  in  an/  cut,  canal,  aqoc- 
dadt,  or  navigation,  already  made,  (hall  be  depofited,  for  public  infec- 
tion, at  the  Office  of  the  Clerk  of  the  Pfeacc  ot  every  county,  riding,  or 
divifion,  through  which  fuch  cut,  canal,  aquedu^,  or  navigation,  is  in- 
tended to  be  carried,  or  fuch  alteration  is  intended  to  be  aiade»  on  or  be- 
fore the  thirtieth  day  of  September,  previous  to  the  feffion  of  Ruriiamcnt 
in  which  fuch  application  is  intended  to  be  made;  which  Map  or  plan  ib£l 
defcribe  the  line  of  fuch  intended  cut,  canal,  aqueduft,  or  na^dgacioD, 
or  of  fuch  intended  alteration,  and  the  lands  through  which  the  fanae  is 
intended  to  be  carried,  together  with  a  book  of  reference,  containing  a 
lift  of  the  names  of  the  owners,  or  reputed  •wners^  and  occopicn,  of  fach 
lands  refpc^iively. 

Refolved,  That  before  any  application  is  made  to  the  Houfe  for  any 
or  either  of  the  purpofes  aforefaid,  a  previous  application  (haU  be  made  to 
the  owners,  or  reputed  owners,  and  occupiers  of  the  lands  through  which 
any  fuch  cut,  canal,  aquedu^,  or  navigation,  is  intended  to  be  carried, 
or  any  fuch  alteration  is  intended  to  be  made ;  and  that  feparate  lifts  (hall 
be  made  of  the  names  of  fuch  owners  and  occupiers,  diftinguilhing  which 
of  them,  upon  fuch  application,  hare  affented  to,  or  diflented  fiooff,  foch 
intended  cut,  canal,  aquedudl,  or  navigation,  or  fuch  alteration^  or  axe 
neuter  in  refped  thereto. 

Refolved.  That  whenever  any  petition  is  prefented  to  the  Hoafe  for 
any  or  either  of  the  purpofes  aforefaid,  there  (hall  be  prefented,  with  inch 

Setition,  the  lifts  mentioned  in  the  laft  preceding  relolmion,  and  alfb  m 
uplicate  of  the  map  or  plan  fo  to  be  depofited  at  the  office  of  the  Clerk 
of  the  Peace,  as  aforefaid. 

Refolved,  That  whenever  any  petition  is  prefented  to  the  Hoafe  for 
making,  varying,  or  altering,  any  fuch  cut,  canal,  or  aqueduA,  as  afore^ 
faid,  or  making  or  improving  the  navigation  of  a  river,  there  be  annexed 
to  the  faid  petition  an  eftimate  of  the  propofed  expence  of  fuch  under- 
taking (in  cafes  where  provifion  is  intended  to  be  made  for  r^dfing  money 
to  detray  fuch  expence)  fuch  eftimate  to  be  figned  by  the  perfon  or  perfons 
making  the  fame ;  and,  if  fuch  money  is  propofM  to  be  raifed  by  fab- 
fcription,  that  there  be  alfo  annexed  to  the  faid  petition,  an  account  of 
the  money  fubfcribed  for  that  purpofe,  and  the  names  of  the  fubfcribenj 
with  the  fums  by  them  fubfcribed  refpeftively. 

Refolved,  That  whenever  any  petition  has  been  prefented  to  the  Houie 
for  the  purpofes  aforefaid,  or  any  or  either  of  them,  the  Committee,  to 
whom  fuch  Petition  (hall  be  referred,  do  examine,  in  the  firft  place,  how 
far  the  orders  contained  in  the  preceding  refolutions  have  been  complied 
with ;  and  do  report  the  fame,  at  the  time  when  they  rcpcTrt  the  matter 
of  any  f)ich  Petition,  as  it  (hall  appear  to  them,  to  the  Houfe. 

Refolved,  That  there  be  feven  days  between  the  ftrft  and  fecond  reatding 
of  fuch  bills. 

Refolved,  That  all  perfons,  owners,  or  reputed  owners,  and  occupiers 
of  the  land  through  which  any  fuch  cut.  Canal,  AquediiA,  or  Navigation, 
is  intended  to  be  carried,  or  any  fuch  alteration  is  intended  to  be  made, 
do  perfonally  attend  the  Committee  to  whom  fuch  bill  (hall  be  committed ; 
Of  if  they  do  not  perfonally  attend,  do  give  their  certificate  in  writing, 
i&gnifying  that  they  have  fecn  a  printed  copy  of  theTaid  bill,  and  do  give 
their  confeni,  or  diflfent  thereto,  or  declare  themfelves  neuter  in  rc^eft 
thereof;  and  that  the  hand  writing  of  fuch  owner  or  occupier  to  fuch  cer- 
tificate be  proved  by  one  or  more  witneffes  before  the  faid  Committee  i  and 
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^liat  the  faid  Committee  fhall  report  to  the  Houfe,  together  with  the  report 
oi*  the  faid  bill^  a  lift  of  the  names  of  foch  perfons  who  ihall  appear  to  them 
^o  har&  given  fuch  aflent,  or  diffent^  or  to  have  been  neater,  in  refpedt  to 
Che  faid  bill. 

Refolved,  That  there  be  feven  days  between  the  day  on  which  fuch 
l>ill  is  reported  to  the  Houfe,  and  the  day  when  the  faid  report  ihali  be 
taken  into  confideration. 

Refolved,  That,  after  fuch  bill  is  reported  to  the  Houfc,  the  bill,  as 
amended  by  the  Committee,  be  printed  at  the  expence  of  the  parties  ap- 
plying for  the  fame,  and  be  deliyercd  at  the  door  to  the  Members  of  the 
Houfe,  three  days  at  leall,  before  fuch  report  fliall  be  taken  into  conli- 
deration. 

Refolved,  That  the  Clerks  of  the  Peace,  or  their  rcfpe(^Ive  deputies, 
do  make  a  memorial,  in  writing,  upon  the  plan  and  book  of  reference 
depofited  with  them  in  manner  aforetaid,  denoting  the  time  at  which  the 
fame  was  lod^^ed  in  their  refpedive  Offices ;  and  do,  at  all  feafonable 
hours  of  the  day^  permit  any  perfon  to  view  and  examine  the  fame,  and 
to  make  copies  or  extra6ts  therefrom,  fuch  perfon  paying  for  the  fame 
che  ufual  and  accullomed  fees  paid  to  fuch  Clerks  of  the  Peace,  for  the 
infpeiStion,  and  copying  of,  or  making  extrafts  from,  records  in  their  re- 
fpe<flive  OfEces. 

Refolved,  That,  in  all  bills  prefented  to  the  Houfe  for  any  or  either 
of  the  purpofes  aforefaid,  provihon  be  made  for  compelling  the  perfous, 
^hp  have  fubfcribed  towards  carrying  any  fuch  work  into  execution,  to 
make  payment  of  the  fums  feverally  fubfcribed  by  them ;  and  alfo  to 
oblige  the  Commiffioncrs  or  Truftees  to  take  fecuriiy  from  their  Trea-* 
furcr.  Receiver,  or  Collector,  for  the  faithful  execution  of  his  office. 

Ordered,  That  the  laid  refolutions  be  made  {landing  orders  of  this 
Houfc. 

Ordered,  That  the  faid  refolutions  be  printed  ;  and  that  copies  thereof 
be  fent  to  the  Sheriff  of  the  feveral  counties  of  Great  Britain,  and  alfo, 
fo  the  Clerks  of  the  Peace  within  England  and  Wales ;  and  that  the  fatd 
Sheriffs  do  take  care  that  copies  of  the  fame  bepublifhed,  and  dilliibuted 
within  their  refpe^ive  counties  and  difirids. 

J.  Hatsell, 
CL  Dom*  CoffK% 


END   OF   THE   THIRTY-SEVENTH  VOLUME. 


£RRAtX\ 

Pa^e  29,  line  i4»  for  "  the  fcocenoefi,"  read  '^  its  ftntcQOCS." 

p.  32,  1.  24,  for  **  to  the  profit/*  read ."  for  the  profit/* 

p.  36,  1.  I,  for  **  bat  proves,*'  rrad  "  but  it  provci/* 

— —  1.  1 5,  for  *'  enjoined  him  to  thie/*  read  "  enjoined  thif  •** 

p.  3S,  I.  II,  after  "  December/'  infcrt  **  1792/* 

p.  40,  I   I,  for  "and  the/*  read  **  and  of  the.'* 

p.  45,  I.  8,  for  "  nation/'  read  **  colleiSdre  body  of  the  people/* 

p.  46,  1.  X  5  from  the  bottom,  for  **  whole  entire,'*  read  "  entire  fyfteau** 

p.  50,  1.  3,  after  '*  election/'  read  *'  ct/jer  officers,**  &c. 

p,  51,  1.  6-— 7,  after  the  word  "  for,**  read  **  the  puret*'  &c. 

p.  52,  lafti.  for  **  their  cflfeds,  which  are/'  read  **  tncircffeft,  which  is.** 

— —  i.2  from  bottom,  in  the  note,  read  **  or  10  pence  Englitli/*  Jtc. 

P*  S5»  1.  5  iff  the  note,  for  •*  408,000,000,*'  read  *' 840,000,000/* 

—  1.  7  in  the  note^  for  *♦  585,000,000,"  read  *'  j^S.ooo,©©©/* 
p.  54,  I..9  from  the  bottom,  for  "  incomci,"  read  "  income,** 

p.  55,  I.  15,  after  the  word  **  pounds/'  itofert  **  llerling/* 
-^ —  lad  line  in  the  note,  for  **  1400I."  .read  **  400I/* 
p,  56,  I.  5  in  the  note,  for  "  5428I/'  read  **  5420I." 

—  —  1.  6  in  the  note,  for  the  **  old  taxes/*  read  ''  the  taxes.** 

p. '58,  L  2  in  the  note,  after  the  word  "  and,"  infert  "  of  an  income.** 

p.  60,  1.  4  from  the  bottom,  for  *'  lefs,"  read  "  more.** 

p.  63,  I.  I,  attcr  **. France,'*  read  "  tf^y^  which,*'  &c. 

■*  1.17,  Tor  *'Sequiaio  &  Laio;n«l-u/'  read  **  Lequinio  &  Laignclot*" 

p.  64,  1.  23,  for  "  Bi-iffot/'  read  "  Boiffet/* 

p.  65,  1.  12,  leave  out  the  words,  **  in  confequence  of  tlus  decree.'* 

p^66,  1.  ir,  for  **  celebration/'  read  "'celebrity/' 

p.  71,  r.  i^from  the  bottom,  after  the  word  "  property/*  read  •*  mm£ 

the  nbbJItion,"  &c.    . 
p.  72,  1.  6  from  the  bottom,  for  *"*  actual,"  read  *•- current.** 
p.  75,  K  16,  after  the  word  "  principle/'  infcrt  "  of  the  calculation.** 
TPhe  notJ^  i^  the  foot  of  p.  75  (hould  be  at  the  foot  of  p.  76, 
p.  76,  1.  9  from  the  bottom,  for  "  this,"  read  *«  the  right  of  requifition/* 
The  note  at  the  foot  of  p.  7$  (hould  be  at  the  foot  of  p.  75. 
P'  77>  J«  4»  ^or  •*prehcmpti<m/'  read  *'prchenfion/* 

»,  firft  line  in  firft  note,  for  **  prehcmption,**  read  •*  prebenfion.** 
',  1.  3  in  firft  note,  for  «'  prehemption,**  rcad<'  prehenfion.'* 
•,  I.  3  in  fecond  note,  for  **  prehemption,"  read  *'  prehcnfion/* 
-,  1. 4  in  fecond  ni>te,  for  *'  De  Marbosufi  a  grocer/*  read  *^  a  female 
citizen.'* 

p.  79,  1.  8  from  the  bottom,  leave  out  the  word  *'  parents.** 
p.  80,  1.*^  from  the  bottom,  before  the  word  **  surfefted/*  infcrt  «*  9/* 
p.  89,  1.  15,  for  "lives,"  read  "  iivres/'  » 
T— — 1^  J^i*  20  from  lx>ttom,  leave  out  the  words  **  to  attempt,** 
p.  90,  I.  ri  from  the  bottom,  leavcout  the  word "^^  allcdgcd. 
p.  91,  1.  6;  for  "  Boulogne,*'  read  "  Peronne/* 
— — ,  1.  9,  for  "  thus/'  read  **  that  at  Boulogne/* 
p.  94,  l.,ii»  leave  out  the  words  "and  inhuman.'* 
p.  96,  I.  3»  leave  out  the  words  "  which  was/* 
p.  99,  I.  4,  4eavc  out  the  words.*' of  fomc  fpecics.'* 
p.  lor,  t.  4,  leave  out  the  words  •*  which  were/* 
p.  1 32,Hr'lpJj.^"rom  the  bottom,  for**  prehcmpfionf,**re5d  "  prefccnfiocs/* 
p.  i07*,'t*.-T^rom  the  bottom,  for  "  fecond,"  read  <*  firil," 
p.  io9j^-.if»fx>m  tlie  bottom,  after  the  \yord  "  any,"  infcrt  **  fuch/' 
• —  IvIMfom  the  bottom,  leave  out  the  word  **  fuch." 

D.  IXC.  1.  2.    for**  Amrrfinfi"!  "   vr^iA  «t  Ann/^k^t^e  »» 
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